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■'R '^9> ^ 3ira59R ''tfl 1W1 ^ 1^0 Pi'iHi'Krfl, 1995 ^ **IB '^f 

1 TIcT: ^tlFnS 3TnP mi§9'< §u>S't^wi (fvr% k{ciqmreild ^>?1 

^FIT ^ ^ ?T2Ff ^nrs] '{^q'll Rl'tiA ^tl^qcRl ^ ^ ^ 

arrara ^ ij4 «Tf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3raf^ ^ ^ ^ «n ^ iR^^r 

^jcM I < ^ ^TWcf: 3TFl5t^ t^., ^RR^ SPfrcfr t^., 

f^.. 4 #5^ W 

f^.. ^ f^T^rfeRT (ff^) 1^.. ^ 

f^. ^ ^ 1^. ?RIT iRR» ^cRq^ ^ 

3Tt7 ^ ^ 3n^ f^tfe (f^ k{d<n5wra inteift w ^ ^ ^ 

iii?i4tcf5?rTT^nsTTf^Pw^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ m<idM ^ 

^ ^ 3fR d!r cf> ^ in ^ ^ t 3fR -q^ ^ 

^ ^ RRi ^ ^ t^Rikci? ^«T qn ^^F»n?T ^ % 

3T^g SIT I ; 

2 * aft? sicT: ^ ^ atR ^ arr^ m 3R^ ^ amiR ^ 

iiTOf ^ WRT. 3RTTqrRi 20 2005 ^ ira>iflr?T i?q? ^ ^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


f&RT^ ^r^jccT) tRqj f^r^mrcr#'^ 2 if f?mf% ^ ^ 

^ 13 ^ cfft 3T8jcjT ci^ ^ Pi^IRid ^fNi^ cR^ tR ctt^ ^ (^urt 2 < ' » 

gft ^ f?f> cFzn ^ ^ ^ arrarcT ^ giddM -un^ % 

^ eTl% c^ ^ ^ u\ 1^ I : 

TifjWn 

3 . ’jfNr ^ ^jgg’ ^ Pi*dfciRsid 3jM*ii4 ^ I 

(ii) 5nf?Jg5i'<] sfRT ^jq^grT ■'fTi^^Picr> ^{jefh ^ 5rf^ w f^rqtagj!, aiigi<ifc»>)’/jral'tw 13 ft. <i«n 
3iTcrgcf5 cpt ar^rf^ cf>t ^ afk f^m^ 6 ( 2 ) ^ arq^ fctxfR uittr ^’jjsncT 

3Tf?rg^ c^ mcdrii gft ^ rn#Tr ^ t^f^d a^g^rcT crt^ gg arcRR ift 
f^ ggi; 


(iii) ^Ttgf^ I^PaR 6 c^ ^-f^m ( 3 ) ^ jnter^ gnr ancfgg gf[ jjf^ ^ 

w Mcrgt/ f^Rqldi3ft 3fk gRcT ^ ^ ^grgRfr gjt g^if eft I 

(iv) grrq ^^R3M ^?ft srf^RjcRT ^ qrgig ^r ^0 fsnefrq ^H<^f^ i g i aftg 

^ 4o qtfcr%^ g^ isfw? ^fig^ % f^Rft ift Pigidch/'ddiigch ^ f%g^gg> qgqig^ gg 
'3g7 g^ Rgi ^ I qrfsJggft grg gcqggRT ^T?gWt 1^g^gg>f c^ qf^^T^ ^ gg gRgrqg ^ 
qggig ^jggft ^?jggr gg wn\^^ f^jjgr ggr t aftg gT^gtjft Rg^dchl i ' g^r ^ggft fe uffDigt 
gTcgiqg Rqt€ vgiit gft gf sft 1 fg f^rgtgg^ gft gRgrqg gg^ gg^ ^ gig 
^ g^t^ fenrf&rgT 5mg .g^ if eft I 

(v) 6(2) c^ 3T|^ >a^ ^\\ c^ ^dNKfl cf^t grig ’g^pswm ^ gi^ ^r f^ ggr 

3^7 'Sgc^ ^ c^ Piqldcr>V^gngg5l g^l PftriRd aigf^ jRgigfft ^g 7 fiiuigi^ gft Tiefr? 
^ gg 3T5^g f^>gr ggi t Pratgcrit crit >>Rd qg, ^rRgg ggr qggrg^ft gft q1% ^ 

qf ^ I 


(vi) f^rgg 6(4) c^ arjHTg cR^aft ^ Rnf^Rdd f%gtgg>r/qgiggT gft 

q^grgcft ^jggist ftgft qf aft : 

1. sffgi ygf 

2. qig^ "igRRi ^gTigTi^gRt ftcr^te i ^Rh^^^h , ^jjgg 

3. TFfftgTf ^f^qr 

4 . qetg# ^gqgTfcg 

5 . ?Rqftt grgt qi. f^. 

6. q 4t qq qg^qtd'it 

7. qft ftgg- aft- iftg 

8 . gtgrg Mlcfli^g qr. f^. 

9. Ripcimi 5u^<^vji f^. 

ID. ^tcftcrig Ri'^^f^cRi f^. 
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11.3lldW f^.. 

12. >an^ Tn. 1^. 

13. Rl«S«i'i f^. 

14. ijl*^ 

15. ^ 

16. '?J#Prf 

17. m. 1^. 

18. ^g'^l^cKT JIT. f^. 

19. 3TR ^ 5n. t^. 

20 . ^ % 

(vii) vJM^'W arf^rq^Eprr ^ ^ ^cRTxRif^ ^ 

aTTip 3TT^ f^Tc^ (i?q53ll4s'^'<l-5«c^3TTi) % 3Tq^ 5R^ 

f I ^3^ ftwff ^ vfm ^ ^pnra t[cf> Rimk ^ 

t I 

(viii) 31^ (^d6l4 tTilft ^ ’ft ^ 31^^ ^ 3[’flM*ftd 3IT^ gft Tlf^ I^R^T ^ I 

(ix) 6(7) ^ 3T^^ yi(^l4>lft ^ 'Hl4v>|p|ch ^ ^ f^t^FT flcra^ ^ SRT 

5R^ ;?nw Wl 3TftftT%I WS vJ4c1<Si| 3ft^ ^ Pt5iit1*'ll4 ^ xil4'»lPlq> 

9>l^d ^ ^ ft ’Pn I 

(x) ^ ^ c^ ^ ^ wr ’TTf^ ft ^sftn 

^ «Tfft ^ Cf>^ ^ ft 'HIHMct-yi ft?3T Rl^ioi cT^JT 3i(4q<P 

SRT JR^ v^TWlft ^ 3TTEIK ^kldH eTPId d«n iTRcI ft ^^3^ ^ fftfrfw g 

Iftgft ftw^ <ii«ia qft cTPTd qft I 

(xi) qrf^ppift qft ^<adT ft 23 siw, 2006 qft qq> wft«rf5m> ^ 

3nftto w, lyRift ^iftq ^ 3RT f^dd<d q«ft ^ qfcrfftfir ft 1 tpnfft. 

cjft hI^mi ^ ci[txH Kfcf} f^q«i<€( 'q?f ft Ift^n fft? ^rift^rfft^iJ '^*icii4 ^ ’<jm*ii 

IRII'dHd UT^T qftf 3rcT: d'^ft W 3^7 '^de|l4 3nftf3pT ^ 3T^ftg fftPIT I f^d4<d ^ST ^ 

arjftg qr qrfftqrrft ^ftft ^ t m 3ii4ldd 20 fftdH< 2006 qft 

fftpiT w i ^nftv5ifftcf> ^gqqrf ft tlcra^ qftr ft ftiRa* ^ ft Iftftrft qft 

f^Rad “^nq ft 5R^ cfRft cfJi sr^ftei 1%^? w 1 uiftoft ft ftrw qfftTPft ft fBd^'41 q«ft ft 

jnqr fcffed dSIT dqc^ ddft q7 IftqR f^pn t I 

(xii) ^ sftft^jiRT ft * • *' IRf fttqft)q srraR qq q^ ^trt qqfiRT qRdi 

t fftfft M i tftch i ^ ft ^ft cf> snciR qq (ft^iHidcft ^ d^d fttqfttd dHi i 1 dQ?(Rad 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —1] 


16 ^ ^ vfm mRuiihI’ fcrmR^ arPrai^ ciazfr/snsn^ ^ ?n?r fl<T^ 

26 31^, 2007 ^ WF?! W STT sfk ^ Icrf^FT ^ RM 

"CR 3it^ ^ mRuIH ^r I^Rl'<1d ^ W t I 

(xiii) ^ 1 31^, 2004 ^ ^ cfRc^ 30 2005 (l5 ^ dcp Siarfd ^ Sraf^ 

(ift3Tt3TT^ ^ dft TT^ I «Tf% ^ ^ 4 M^Rl4i ^ tg 2001-02, 2002-03, 2003-04 

^ yjfm 3Tcr^ JeiiPld Trafi I 

?5. fJlwxitJl'l xj^mR, TRH v3aV( 

®.1; I^Riri^JN wiR’ 

4. ^ ^r t^TTR^Jtd ^5dIR fc|-qiRld TTpf t, TIFTRId: W 

vjn?n t I ^ iTRcft^ >{^lH i !^c»d> tRtp cpffgRnr ^ 3 icnfd '(Ahi^c^ tRq? #>f 5402 ('((iHis^cth 
^ ^rm vsfr m 54024600 ^ ^ sndi t ! drarrPr vj^ri cnffgRoi # aftr 

g^iTPr wd ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^reqcpRt t 1 ^ drfei^^ dd dii t aik w 

dSId^ dT5 t, dJW ddT% fdlt 3T?RI ^ ^ ^ ^ jrf^ 

'^cKf-ciR'l 3 T 2 IdT ^ ferf^ ^ ^pRdT tldT t I 3 Fldldd?f afR SdtcfdiaTt % d^ 1 ^ t 
ancRm % tRlZR ^f^dimd)tdFTcf?tt, fclRfe d^ t C^tf^ ?WI ddlKd 
eZlNd? k? ^ dndT t 1 d? ’ft ddi ddT t cR^aff dd ftRtdki f^fJRd df^nnaft d 

dTc^ dlol ^ ?tdT t 3 tk TFd^ d^aft dd d>ffdjdd d?^ dlel ^ aUdR dd fcpdT dlPd I 

S. aik adciddjt ^ didT t ancidd ^r d^3ft ^ ^ RddT ^ ^Rrr dirftci 

f aik adtdd ^fr>di£f cRgaft RRiRte cf5t ancRdddn d^ t I aid: dd^ ddf t ftj 

3ridrdd>i dsd ddtddraft fctcRui armn^ t aik ^ynlcr^d f i 

6. 1crf?t^ %Td^dd«Tt SId'ddR d’? ^ dit dim d5t dt t 3fR^ ^'OTdd dF 'dtdl^ddT 

t tk^ difm ^ ancidd ift tRidd dnRtei ftdj d^ f i aiendT RRr HiRld)ifl ■% ^ 
dd^ Rd l dfc ftd dddd dT ftdR dR^ f? f^R dd t I fBd4^ dgft ^ ^ l^ddd ^ WI '^, 1^ 
^‘tdH dddlRd dtfeRdd^ dpf d^IT dIfcFJ^d7 ^'il ^ddtkldft dpf d5^ ddTTdd dlRlddddifaft gRI »i^I 
fiPdT andT, aid: RhdRl^ftd dddd ^ dl’R ^ dlBT f^dl WdT dlf^'tj; MiRltpi^ 5RT dtd ft>dT 

ddi f?t> dpf ^aitdT^ ^ dpR ^r d|[ an^, ddff^ ?d ddn^ d^ aiT^ afk ifr^Ri tW dodi t I 

3I?ndT dF ’ft ^ dndl t 4o faiTeftd afk 4o dkftkl^ d>t ^t^dJd ^ ^ 
Rldidd>T% ddc^ STd ’TRd d>t Pldtlclcl ddl RldkdJ ^ ^ tcftlRItitd ^cdld ^ ftf^Fd 

M ddl ddd^/^Rfd^ dd fc|d^ d^ t I ^ wM RtdfddJf ^t ^ ift ^0 fanktfd dddkdd 
^ d^t# dd^ d^ t aiHJdT Mt ’ft aTPTtddi ^ Jdf^lddft dJt ‘wi ^dfld ^JddT d# ^ t 
aiddT ftdRI^d ddlTd dTt tRldTdR difd dd 3I^d dlf^lddft ^ d# fcpdl t I MlRtddft R ^ d? ■ 
dPdd dl? fctdRt c^ arid cfjt ^ aik dddd aif^Rd ^ ftj ftdNl^fld ddlld fct>'{fl dddd dft 
aidDddl d^ t, ^ Rf aildldd^/dd'lddTait R did! 1^ t I and ^t ddT dRdlftd d«n 
^Traid) ^ vafc^f^d ftdRTfftd ddiTd d>t aif^ arid dfkiTd ^ dft anrit ^ t 

^.2: FHHH d^ 

7. dldd^sft Rtddiqcf) c^ Rtdd 2(^T) ^ 'Hdid d^ d>t MRdlf^d f^dSIT ddT : 

^ d^ dd didrf ^ d^ ^ t dft W ^ diEd ank arrm^ 

^J^dTd ^ dddT ^ ^I7d^ aiddl Wd ^ 3RIdT ^ d^ ^ amid if M 3Fd d^ ^ t 
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^ eielifcb Vpsm ^ ^ viiNltHi ^ ^ % 

3TT«r^ ^ ^ f%3n t ’TRfi ^ ^ t^>in ^ ^ t, tej^ 

SRT \j?<nf^d ^3Tt ^ f I vnft^ ^rrarcff afk m ^ wnf^ ^ ^ 
f^Pi55?HX cR^t arsmi 3rt^ ^ ^ f^FRn ^ t l ^ 

^5^ # ^ ?Tt f^raWr 3ik ^ # f^d«i^ iwff ^ ^ ?T8Zf ^ is^ # % qrfer 

afk ^#>T 5Rr f^Rd wtk # ^ f^R?rr t I ^ g»^ f 1^ 

3iri(cIci ^31! ^ dMaVl M2i1<WI ^31lt^ SRI, ti^ SRI Wnfel ^ ^WR 1?^ 

^irfTT ^ I 'itTl'l SRI 'H^«S ^?I SRI vJ^lf^d SR^ clSvft^ 

^RIT qiRil^cp ^ % 3fcR«TrqFftS # 3jk f^RRTScft ^ ^ RTR^ ^ % SnSlfiR 

S^aff ^ wm ^ ■ RRH SRgi? * t 1 

W.3; vJiisiVl 

8. t%^R 2(^) 4 Cf,^ PlHI jilR qf^lf^d w t: - 

(^) ‘ \3flt7T ' ^ CITR^ ^ RTift vJdJIcJcht ^ t ^ RRR SR^ ^ ^T 

3RIST \JRI<^ 'H<iftlcl «r)l4ct>cim ^ RIcTR ^ 3T8IST f«RS>T \j«Kf SR^ ^ RIPjJ^S> '3RI 
SR5 ^ vJ^MWd W\ JfJBI aigqrcT t; f^RRI ^ f^lf^ ^ ^ it ddll<<b SJfSRT 

sRg ^ f^mWr 3msT 3miidy>'li ^ Ri^fSid ^ arasr rs4 ^hri^ airoRra* ^ afiR ^ rji^ # 
^ S5t sjt WT ^ tthi wcpiT: 

^ ^ f^Rir «ndT # % ^ an^ ^RiRf afnp- ^>i^«fR ^ u g R^, 

^ Rccfl SRI vjetVi RH'H^ ^^[Rcf ^ ti*^<g ^R^aft ^ PlHf^feci v>cMi<;«t> ^fiiftct 
aitR ^ ji'<^ci fch<ii '*Rn ^ : - 

I. aRRftRi fiR^tor 1^0 

II. arrt^ RfisiTRl l^o 

III. 'fl^d Hif^'«>4 f^o 

IV. Tjcpi f^o 

V. f^hdl^cKi f^o 

VI. ^TFI^ f?IcRT f^o 

VII. RM (5l%zn) foIO 

vni. oi41i^ 4> t^o 

IX. JTTS^ ^^^l%cRT f^O 

X. Hq>l>Sl ^^FRTCTfcRI f^O 

XI. ^3^^ f^ftchd f^O 

XII. cld'Wd f^O 

9. iirf^Rji^ ^ 3>R^ f % ?Ri aijcisR 3>r l^nfciRdd wns3>i sRi ’ft rpt^ f^Rir ^ 

t:- 
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fc^O 

f^O 

7T. ^ f^O 

(wo) f^O 

10. 3ir^cjch1 eiri ^gxpTi ^ wet t w vifccil^ ^?qREPt 

^ ^ 'm 51^ ww # afk ^ 

^Eraf^ f^mra^ c^ 2(^) ^ aisj ^ -iftcR v3#^ wr jrirrf^rt^ 11 

^.4: wN carafe 

11. f^lfiTR iiercliRt ^ 'jft Epm t f% ^ 3Tclt^ 12 ’iW cf)t 3r8lt?T 2004-05 

3fhf ^ % 15 cj^t, ^Ff ^'JT WET # wf^r^ SRI trit t. ^ infl? I ^ 
^ ^ cf>t t 3#? W tor ^ t ^ PltSTTcTn cf>t ^snf^tcl 5RIT ^ 31^^ ^ 
3Tcffll ^RIT (#EI ^^!j3n?T S>t cTT^ ^) 3RIcRT #ft 3jW 3Wfir ^ Slf^ 

ciT^t^ ^ ^ ^i^Girn cift ciT^ c^ fNi cPT 3RR w ^1#^? ^ 3iflra? ^ slw I 

HlRicni'<l SRI ^ ^ vSTRI ^ 3isfil 2004-05 eft v^Tcft eft WEI 3isfft sfk 

WS 5^Wild cjft dl'^l'M eft 41 r W 3RR T5? H^ftft ^ 3l(tlctj ^dl 3lW ^ 'flici ^ 3I^WT 

I 3RI: wf^T^ SF^ 15 FT^ efft WEI 3TSf^ W Wxl 3Tgt^ efft ^RIRTRS Wxl 

^^?5SIRT eftt cnite eft fftel>^ 3jk fftRft ift ft ^ ^WITOF sft enFft^ ft W HIF ft 

3Hfftcf> ^ ^qi tjft Sft eft WI ft ’Eft^ vselVl Sft sft ■?I5^ >dMci^dl ^ EZTR 
ft ^Raft wfftcpift ^ TjajT eft I ^ ^ fttcr fftsw ^fRTF w fftj wNi ft ^ ft^ 

ft ^jefR i^llfftcH ft sfN 12 H#ft eft Clft ft ft 9 ft sftepft WW cIRft ft ^ 

ftSel wifftwift eft eft ftt eft^^ ftft I 

ft«cs ftftt ft WCT tin wft aft? wen nifvin w fftEftw 

n.i fttft ^ ftg wnpn ^ 

12 . ?n ftfti ftftt ft fftftl ft wnssi m fftftticF ^ fttf ^i?ftn nft Iftw sit i sn^^ ft 

^ftefj ^Semseft 3fl7 iftftdeFil ^>15 !I?n ^ ft 3ftl fftldT^ ft «I>SI W 3RTcf: 
wfftcjnft si^ siftcp efR 3FJFW^ef> ■irft wft ft «F1cF^ fttf ^3^ nft fftw I aiT^fts ft 
wnseft ft Piftdcft’ fuFftft wft aicrfft ft ftwT 3 Rft sift ft wnsnft ft sft. ftt ew w 

efRT?!! F?IT an fft Wdftft eRR ft ST^ftl - II ft ftll I ft 3I^W7 ftft fftftfftl Wm ft 

•fteR ^ilJEFfF ^J^cREI nft cfRl| wft ^ ft Wftwft ^I^ vieiVl SRI WEI eft ^[^pailel ftg Sllftsn 
ft ft ^ ^IJEH73ft ^nftfl vJTcISJ esft ft 3TT£IR n? fftftpn efRft ft f I SR-^R 

SF^'WRcl) ft ellcjvjJ^cJ fftftt ft f^d'is nsiein^ ft fftftcIcF HJfdNefI Sn >3^ JRWSftt ft 

nt Wft 3 ik ftn ft ww nft fw an 3 ik menftft fftnnmftt ft fftER 6 ( 8 ) ft 
srjw? WlfteF^lft ft ^flftrin ft 3TTEIR nn WnRI iJeEI ft fftft^ ftt wlfteil 

sinnft t I ft ftsis ft ■'Fr4ft ft wfftefnft ft ft?ii ft fftftt, wnpEi gfln 
JRIRlfft’cIj 53 ft 3lk dftftncl '(iftd vJeMiSd ftt elind n? fcISR c^ ^ SIT^fta 

31^ ftft eFT^T^i ft ftS^ ft lei q RTinpEI ^Je^I fftftRd fft^ # I SlT’^c^ ft ^ ddlldebi 
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w ^ mawit! gpEiwir>i ___ 

M?ra5t ^ ^TPTPif ^ 3R.^:/»ft.2^^ viiraT t >jw% 

’#ft ?n^ ^ 7j? **‘vifrai # I 

IT ?n5<^ a<k «n5#s ^ 15»3af5f 

^ ^ ^ 3n^q»1 4 3ii^qcn % ^ OT TII d 

^ 3nw ^ ^ xif^^ 

^^3irard 3ltcp^ <1^^ ^ ^ 71? tiraT ’RT 8Tr f^ ^HiVjc4> 9M 5402.42, ^ 

fttfKlsft^ \5?qr< ^ ^T*fftd 55W t ^ 3Td% STRITcfr ^ ^TTSIT X?^ fttf ^n? ( f?T^ 

3?cncn ^orftip 3it^ q<u^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ftj-arram 

^ 7m 5nftcpTft ^ iftafrar^ ^ ^ armfr % TwftTT 

^ tM tR ftw ftnn 2n I ^ntv^ftcp ^ 4 r 5 [rRra.r^ ^ ^ ^ ftwRRft^ 

^^R^amfTd ^iifftd 7j1<^-<fR Tjcprr gft g^: v#cf aft 3fk tj? w trt sir % q^rft 
an^^TftqxjqTI q<ftcf)70I ftqi7liift^ vJrqT^ ^ TTRftftr qfts # cianft 13 ^ ^Tpf 

cTsn g)cft ■'Ir TjTif aft? apTi qrft^ c^ ?ft^ ift j;nftd t ^ urm ^ in^ mtor^ ft 7^4^ ft?ft 
ft ?ra^ Cl?^ ft 3TT7IIcfr Cjft qr^ ^Tcj ip ^ q%p^ ^ ft 3ft? gq: xiim ft 

5'^^^ ^ ft TftqmR arrmcr aftcpft ft 3ig?n? snftftf® ft ?iift vitM i qfti aft? fftft?rftr 

^ ^ 7ft3nftT?q7 fftftcT ftfti?r *“* 3R.^. ftft ft. cR fftqt% ftt 7|ft.ft I ?r^ 

TTgft ^l'9l, 5Fn? TTSIf qxH Sift ft fd? ftt^TcT TRlft^Rt q? f^T|I? q>?ft ft qRf 
*•“ m. Jim ft. ^fM%fttTTftft iftft^n?ftftft g^3iT7^ 

ft ftfttfttarft T?^ xj^ ft ?ft^Ri? arraicr afiftft ft 3rg?n? ftft ?n^ ft ?rft ^3?qT?ftr 

sftr fftftfTftr ft TftaTTfqtp fftft? ftt»R *** siq.^gr./ft.^q ftt -qf ft I ?rgft 

#TT,^cpftt^, ?Tgft mr, ^5nTRcTanq?Tq srft ft t^ft^^TTIlft^T^f^gj^ 

WR fftcTR fftftn fttTR *^ ** 3R. ftft ft. ^ ftt 7ft % I 

7T 3: ftft Tllftft XfcT sift;^ ft ^ qieq t hI^IH . 

^4. ft^cpf^a ^Fm ?is^ cfq?^ 5R 7?R q? f^rftf^ fftfttf fttim q? 

f'? Rsq HiPSi-i qn 1ftft?DT IftT? "qT? t vft siftftr® ft ?rft vidr i cicht' qq f ^idft t ft 
(“* 3mo^o/ft.cR) emr t 3<t? fftqfq fttqq q>i 13 . 75 % t 1 ftft ft ?rft 
vj<Hiqc»>1 TR Mdftt ft qm qrf^ qq fftrf?ui ?im ft fftTH 
ft mft ft ‘ “ 3R.ftT./ft.qq t ft? fftrfq fttqq qq 49 . 71 % qqqr t i 

q 4: ftferfftjft, fftftfiRn ft ?nqpq ^ije?! 

15. fto PlHf^Rad ftq. wnft qq ^jqjqq qqjft t ; ftfftqft ft 

ftftqft, ?i?fftT qft (ftftqft), gft ^ ft tftqrfftq qrft (qq53Ttqft) cTsn xpi?q? fftr 1 m 
51^ vHcqrft ft ft qR qq WTIftT q^f^gg ft. fftqi vnm t uiq^j qq vidt l dd f^FT Tsnq 
3!ft?f qq?Tqpi ^i glcii ^ I 5ltd«r ft fft fto ft fftftciqj Jl'J^diqft ft ftfftq^ ffti'diftft 

qajT ^qft qqqft ft qft ft TJ^rt >3HciaT q>?rft* ft aft? jnfftqqft ft iMt^T (vicMK f ft4o|U | 
ftTRT) ft 3 rg?TR qm qif^ qq fftft?or qj?ft qq 31 ^ fftqi SJT I q? ft fftWr'fftqr qqr 
sn Ift^ qrra arqfft ft ft?H qRq q?r qftf fftqftr fftftt qft qft ft aft?^^ ftfq^ 
qrxjjly ft ftqR qTgaft ft ftqc? xjqj qqq? qq fftftq fftqy an I fftqtqq? MHNcft q>t qrra ft 
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^ ^ ^ ’FIT sn % m ^ ^ ^ ^ 

(^jcqi^ 9 \ i\^ H i H i cic^) ^ ^ ^ ^ 

17^ cR^sit (^FTH ^ ^ ^ ^cRT ^ hR|R(^ ^ I 

dcM!MM ?7FT ^ ^ vsrm ^ ’it vj'icp) MlC'l'^ltft Pl<^^l^<?ft ^ 

315^ -I f^ -2 ^ ^ ^ ^^FIR ^ ^TTiTT’^ ^ ^ # 3FT^ ^ if^raWf^^lTW? 
ftM ^ ^ I ^ wrsTR ^r ^ ’T^ W ^ 

;|f%^ ciqi ^ ^ 3n?n^^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ’R ftR^rm f%7n ^ 11 ^ ’tt’t^ ^ ^t^ ^ 

^ 1^1%^ TFFR ^j5t 1^ ’Trai (I^ ’TTH^ ^ Tjgj WI^ ^ ^ ^ WcT 

^ 5 % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ' f^raWt 1 [RI ^ ^ ’T^ 

eTFTcT cpt ift xjf^ ^t?fm (WIT^ ^ ^ Wl) ^T^Wr tol W t I ^ 

ift ^ W ^fFFnn t % ^3Tt ^ vJ'ni^ U^’TR^ ^ ^ STcFT- 

3IcTfT clFTcft cf>T ^JTTJcfd TTRfreRft ^ ^TTETTcT Mlftlcpi^ SRT -t^ldTR ^T W ^ I ^ 

^ cT32IR^T5> cTc^ ^ fctcRUl ^TFcft >tirillMH ^ ^ 5rf^ f^RricRP ^ 

^ Rf sff I M?x(id Plil^dcb SRI cptf ftnpift c|?t "nf t) I 

16. FINR c^ 'dH I ^ sRT ^ ^ c^ 75dITScfj SRI ^ ’FJ R«r>i’^1 ^ 

vidJlS- ^ ddJTSF ^TfcT cf)t WEI Rf sft I §<ia> ^TcIIST 'd6l<S «R5^ ^ ^FUS’T 

WRcT ^ ^ wft t|<c^ Rflit cl?t 'di'd ^ sJt' dif^ ^I? Piti^Rci t^RIT W 'd<f> 

^ 1%f^, czriw C^ WEIW ^ ^ ^TSIcIT ^ I 31^:’ ^ WFcT ^ SR 1^ 

20% % 3Tf^ t S?T MwF ^ WRPS ^ ^ cMH<X>\^ 

qV %ST RSI t I RFra cbK^MI SR *** SR.'^. Ffcl tel. «ft I 

n 5; qTfciRi'^X |tg ^ ^ r .n v 

17. WS 3TSf^ ^ ^RR RT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ l^st^T 

3r>FS Flf^FR^ ^ SRR S>t WERT (TSlTTt^ WS *liRSid) ^ c^ ST^RT^ 

S^ cR^sfl- cJt^ P|4)1d c|i)*id SF RiErf*?®! f^RT % I S? 'tR f^RIT ’TST W 1^ '^0 

^ 3r^ ^ s^t R* 3^ it *** ISIR^SRI^ 

cfftFS SF SR^ f^, ^fl'Jlcb StRcT SlfelRp^ SRI d6d RI f^t^RT SJ^t 

it SkM cf5t t I SRI ’R ^H I SlvHHt ^ ch^liiM, 3id55rtl4| W, 

4tHI SW lfs> JHIR/^TRI ?ltP^cl ^ I WTFfRRt SF 73RIFR SR^ ^ mrdld/ 
cbR<dT^ SR f^FRI f^rqtd sf^fR * * * SFT.W./f^niT. S>t sf sft I 

fcItRUI c^ TFREI ^'S^ M f^Rf&nfl A MdS? ^ S??I 1Sim 3ISf^ ^ 

ITRd 3TWST 3TRI ^ S^I MlfelfWl SRT ’ll? ^ Mdt S?t 3iWd 
^ ITRd S^ STGIR cil'MP i cbdl Sff M t I ^SS5t ^ 3I^€NT SH Sflt^RT 
f^curti ww % ^ ^ t Hil^eb i^ ^ sft f^rstd sttdS 

xj i f^ t an I ^ ETE^ ii FRF HlfvR SS5RRTS> ^RT sfrf Sf^ ^ f%sfcIS> ^ 1^ WIFtt S^ 

^nnd cjvf wdT t ?it srs s^t g^RT^ sft s>lf ^rtsst sVH i 




I—t] 




3raiwc»T 
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miiacb i ^ ^ ^ f 1^rakra> ^ ^ ^ H^rtcra* sRf f^rsrtcr 

^ cfj c^ 3rayt3pn«S ^ 

^!m ^ ^ t 1 ^ ^ ^lyJR f^iW 

3T8igT ^ ^ ^ 3RI cF)RUI ^ ^>1^ f^’SRq SjaWT ^TO?! ^S^IcW 

t 1 WI 3T81^ 1^1^ 5nwfr ^ amra ^t 1^ ^ ^ 

f^nrfcT ^ <FHT >jf^ ^ ^ I 

^.6: mTIciRi»^X §«l^Ri4i ^nf^ 

18. ^ ^^ratcl c|ft*m ^ MiRicri ^^^ «t > k^H I 

5R ^5R ^ ^IHM fWT l^nrfcT «l>l*ld ^ R*^^®l f^^l % I Wn^ *15^ ^ 

^mPT araHt ^ ^*ci 11 ^ cr ^ f i srt: Tnf^i^»n^ t ^cpn 

t I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Tnf^ ^ w t ^ **** ^ t f^n?rf?i ^ 8.77% 

t I 

11.7: 3ri l^<ita<iiii 'irpt *n{^ 

19. ^fm McT ^5^ ^ WfiTft Pi<4W ^ 7t^ ^ 

VR ^ 1^ ^ t I ^ ^ inf^ ^ ^ ^ 

1^. ^ %5 Wf^ ’TTf^ aftw 'HiHRi ^ ^ ^ ^ arn?^ 

PuMif^ . Mct ^jWI ^ WSJ ^ ^ ^ wTRfr^ ^ xRxn^r “* am.^./^ft. ^ 

3T8im 12.12% t I 


^.8: ^0 fan#?i cmmI^ , H^t^rai ^ w^f^ ^ _ 

20. 4o ^anc^R gJFJl^ ^ ^ i^. ^ancticn^? ^ ^w 

^ i^l^FT ^3WJ^ ^ ^ 

jifljw ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ if Tjf^^ ^ ^ 

tlW ^ ^ ^r gR^) W£IT Jffi^ 

w^ ^ ter ^r afrf <mfm ^ ^ ^ wn) srt ?ira ^ 

f I iTF ift ^ ^ «n ftp tWiM, argjRsftsT ^aM ^i«8 aiw 

ijm-McJ P>>di^'g ^ ard^-ajHn 1^ ^ t I ^ aft ^ 

gjOTW?!^^ wft^l^cnl WWXfg> | UF W W ^ 

^ McJ gn ^ ^ ^0 pTcfR Cj5t ^ ww ^ Sft a ra: xjfi^ -i <r J 

lit 'q^ 1^ ^ wqm ^ STJtaM 'MlchR ^ «*T w|l^ q? ***^ ^ 

^ WcT ^ wqm 1^ w an ^ ^ 24 ^ 

qJt nt f|g5t gnwn HR ^ gR^ ^ 1^ ^3^ ^ ™ ^ 
^aiicfR ?RT arajctr c^ ^ ^ f^Rft wirnt^ ^ ^rar ^ f^Rir 'nw ^1 


21 11? Ift ^ 1^ ^ t % ^ ^ SRT ^ 

1?^ ^ ^ IRJ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 18an ww aRj ^ ^ Mn’ft ^ 
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HTf^FT ^ ^ ^ Wzn t I ^ ^j€RT 3n?TR ^ WR vjfwiRad f^racT 

cbK^dHi w( Pi^idch gRi f^Pif^d ^ M ^ 11 m-. 

^ ^TftPm ^JJcRT cf)T ^ ^ ^ ^TrUFR cp^ W 2TT 31^ pRef ^P[cJ 1^ 
m PtgpTiT ‘ ‘ ‘ spT.^./i^.Tn. ^ ^r Ici^^n ^ sit i 

r 

^.9: % ?3tTciPT <I>Tm 1^VH, PratcT ttef 

22. PcET^ c^ ^HeijFR c^ iTTcfTcI W pTtrfPcT W aiT Pp ^ 3^gf^ ^ 

,'“ m.^. #5rcp XR cTfgait ‘*‘ jft. cpt Pnrf?T Pp^ m I cPK^m i 

5R c^IhcI Pf«ltPd ^ ^pjfcp ch^Hd ^r ^ 4o f3TTcTpT SRI SF=T ^ f^PFT oqrajf 
cf^t cP^ t I ^ P5T[ tttt ^RTgpJpfr ^1 3pr5#EI #7T, aicT^VfPl “>11^, 

^l'$l, 41 hi d[8n ^cD 5PTR/«ifr31 ?llmc1 ^ I ^TFTRfpjpfj ^ ^ H?fdld, cpR'Csm 

STf Prs^ Mci cffpi^ “* am.^gT./PPOT. PigtPd c^ t I 

^.10: #0 ^anciPT.cpfqf^, hcII^wi xtrpt 

23. 'HIHM xjc^ cisn pRlPl c|ftH?T c^ ^ c^ n’jflviHT^ ^ cI>R^ ' M I 

5R XT? xfTPTRq xjc?! cTSJT pRlPl S^pTcT ^ Pplf^- PPm t I ‘'dHM pPlPl 

^I^TH 3TSPJ "TPiPPI t I ^ cfTpr^ gcPT f | 3RT: pnPppl^ f Pp ^ ^cRT ^pRT 

^ I ’dW'f vjf^f^d M<sfcl PlEltPd 'HIHI^ cRTT Rcid PPlpT cjfpfcT pRlR cr>'<c|j men 
xnf^ W] .P^^fXJi f?p?jT fRn t Mit “*• 3IH.x^/xft. ^ t 3fP PlcIcT pRlfcI S>Plcf S>T 5.88% 
t t 

n.ii: ^T^flraT PraPicpf |[g 

24. “HlPd 3fPFRf ctel cf>T Pm^xiT p|jjidch StI cR^^ ^ P l HdH 

ctel XR PRIR cRc^ ppTiT TRJT t I PrqPlcfjf xttext Hlf^ ^ cfR^ ^ 

f^, 'd^(«€( ^ ^ pRjlRd "HiRd 3i1'dd 'tiini'^ xj^ gff ^cini 'd«i«s ^?fr 3RI??frxft R|tilacr>l 

PprtRd %[er Pr^iPr cjfPRfr ^ ^ ci>t t ^ ^TRTzfnspjt **♦ 3ixT.#./xft. ■e^i 

3TSI4T 16.10% ePRft t I 



WTRf 

xje?r 

Plqci 

PraPi 

xiTcTd 

xnf5r-i 

xiren 

xitPr % 

^lo f3J!efH 

**** 

**** 

itmt* 

5.88 


**«* 

*«** 

**** 

8.77 

3pq PiijteRj HclPml 

• *«* 

**** 

**** 

16.10 


**** 

«*** 

*«** 

12.12 

Tpit Piiiidcb 41^ tir^xt^ 

**** 

*♦** 

**** 

49.71 

tixP pRJ^dx»7 ajT5^« 

**** 

**** 

**** 

13.75 


XEI. <HPr XfcT (hl'aiiiirHcb WJ 


25. 3T^g-ii (iii) c^ 3i^[x{Tnrj[f^ ^ siPi^ ^ ^ ^ ^ arrardt ei>t 

Hicnyi^ xsfRi t eff RR^jnflra>T^ ^ PrafRd c^ wis ^ arraidt ^ gjj 
WERP xjjrJlpJR cf)^ % (StJ ^ % aTRIKfi Xfi^g ^ HHlRld xTl^xf StT H l PSld 2% ^ 





[MFT I—■QiJS 1] 
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t ^ f^rak ci5t yfrRia'dr c^ w ^ oiicRi t ^ iR^ ^ straw ^ 

^FRR cfijgSTt C^ srraTcf cf5T 3% t; SiIt (^) STraW # ^ ^JTERft ’JeTO^ Sirail^d 

WTFT ^TSTT ^ ^ ^dFTR ^ ^ JlM^Wl ^ ^ ^ ^ vJM^cKI t I 

26. ^ Trai t fcF> Jt^‘ ^ ^ ra»T^ 4 wd raf^ 2% 4 site t sft^ 
jR^ra? ^ atrawt ^ ra^n '41 3 % 4 3Tto t i 

27. ^ ?Tcp OTlfTf^d ^JdlT^ c^ 5ff^^yf cf>t tmi SlNlfcld NiWI^ ^ ^WW 

vdtMic; ^ 41^1 cfj| R^fcl^l «f>T 4!^ %, VllRi«»>'l'<) 4w ^ f^j: 

(i) 4 ?rt 4 ^T«r^ ^sfr ^ srraw wd c^ WBtT f^rar irar #; ' 

(ii) StmiRtd cR^ ?fk W ddtll^d ^ cllf^lf^gj cWvft^ 

Ml^'i^llifl t I - ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

(iii) g^3Tf g4 TRfWcnsi! 3ira sfraicra>r ^ straw 1^ 44T't sfl? 4 

cR^ Wd weq4r ^ <^lf^^l^^ 4 vtf|^ it t; 

, > ■ ■ ■ n ' -. - '■ . ■ ^ ■ ' 

28. 3W: 5nf4ct)rft w\ t % 4^ 4?ff 4 ^ f4?rf?r ira> # ^tratR 4 Hl^wt 

t, cpfrf^ 4 ^WFT ^3dTW t I 

29. OT^ c Rf c4 .mfstctn^ straririd ^ ^3?qra# #q MRf^y^ q4 

f^Tf4 ^ 3TT#q> 4 q4c| cfr? Wi ddtiRd ^WW cRg ^4^ 4?ft 4 4^ q^Stf ^ 

3TRwt c4 srarl ’t^ 4 £r 4 lic^icbd cf4 t I sw: 14? f4qR f^rar ^ t 

«tf4 chRuii^Hdi 44q c4 Rjjct«tui c4 tT4r^4 v34ra ^ 4q^ 4?fr 4 4q^ cRgsfr c4 
wfet sTratcff ^ ^ cf^iw irawt qqr Twq q>t 4tv^d»ft qqr weq xra srf4, t. 

^ 4tq .qqwdw? 44qt ^ q^4wt sfk etrawqqi tR ;sRTc4 ^RTcT v4q ^ 

4q^ 44f 4 'Tiff'd sirawt q4 4f4d qqr t i f4q4r 4 q^^, 4efrn qft f^rf4 q? ?r4W 
w4 qT4 d4t 4fw 3ti1^ q5Rq4 qqr Rjqq^ ^ ’j^^twra <4 spqR w q4^ dnefra. q? 4tf^ 
straw! ^ awct q?t ^ ^ mqqw t I ^ ytiq ^ Mq'lvjHiaJ. qiRlcblchd! PtqMfdeft ^ f4qq 
2('!i) ^ cfBc! hRhiRci c4 sra! ^ 4 Icr q^ dtfi't ^ i 

30. q4^ d4tq 4 fvt^qq fi!>qT t f4> SttqR q4 3 t4^ 01-hi 4,02 q4 cJcWT 4 qTrq'Stqf^ ^ 
c^lyM 4tq 4 Sliqicff qq f^-RR d c^qdt Straw! ^4 qiHel 4 qf^ft *ttq 
ddttqq q51 ^d'R 4 4! qt^ ipti '«w nqt t I q? st^q f4rai W 47 fctt 4q^ 44! 4 4tf^ 
straw! 4 qVc^/q^^Twt iratq ^stdT t sfR ^ siqf4 4 4tqq q^qq q?^ sftt qra 44*W 
iR I4q4 q)iq4 sif4q> Sift I q4^ d4nt 4 stt4q enrrat # 147 qrf!r 4ra swf^ 4 4t4q qi^iR 
fl#, ewdi qqqtn, Htd^tqqt, f44?t qrstra, qqratjqm. ^ ?raif4 4 Riqqe sir^ t 144^ 
qefra q4 f4q4 4 ffe ^ t cRTri^t f4q^t 4 ^ qra 4 ^ 4 qra t i stdttqt, 44^^ 
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t TiF ^ t f% ^ ^3frm <F>r ^art ^r>r ^ ^ ^ ^ 11 

31. 3TtT 3IFncra5t >|ij'|cKtl ^ Pi^qn fcfnqT % 1% 3in^ «!?fr ^ ton? 

tMgit ^ ^ PRra^ snt t 3fk WTT^ ^ ^ 2001-2002 % tf 

^ ^ vTsr ^ 13lk >3?fr»T ^ w ^ ^ anrattfrar w*in? 

>RSF^ ^ 3trU(^l<i> cir*l ^31T ^ I ^ Pl^<'i f^qi ’RO ^ sitjVl qi'flix ^ 

t 3fhf ’TPT ^ ^ mRwiH'W'WI 11^ vJ&Vl ^ Hrar ^ % I 

3l?1iqi, ^ “ift Pl^q*1 f^ql ^rar sn 1^ ^IxjPTR ^ '{iq’tl ^ <l>l4 ^ 

il^ vj^MKcbt ^ ^ ^ 31^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3lk 3!fl|cpT?[ eim 

dtP^a ^1 

32. 3iRmra?t ^ «ii1<wi Tj#Rn??pft ^ ^ ^ Pi^q-i W5 3raltr ^ 

qif^cpicp^l^rt ^ sR^^JJRrIT cj'i^d: q®|t ^ pel’ll ^ ®ff I 5'd<(> 3TcTRT IfflRf ^^I'l 

^ ^cHT ^ cp^ ^TRift ^ 3rf^ 3fhf ^aflrarf g5t ^ f, ^ ^iror 

wmlt ^ ^ ?T8n ^sficnt ^ <»to # I ^ ’ft ^ w «n ft? oPTipt 

^ ch^qfip ri 3rpft «PTcn3T! ft ^ cp^ ^ t t^pfrft ^ fft^ 11ft> fttefrait ^ anuRr 
^ ^?fPT ^ ^ jTHra ^ ^ ^ 11 

jrape^T ^tpi ft cift ’it fenrfMt ft fto sira ftg^FRP?!?^ xj#Rpj?r ft 

g> 5 i t Iftr ^^arpiRfi ^ fl# ^ ^ ft ^ 'awiqi ^ H# ^ ^ ft ftt aipipft 

^ fm\ ft ^ Ift^ra^ 3nt t 1 ^rftf^ ^ gft»Ri ^ ft 

giHci fftj^ yipn t i Haft aftHti ft ^ ^ ’jpftf ft ^ ft ft I 

aiiRmnft cp^ ft H? ^«3T ft ^ipift ft snaift ft ^war wa 

aipim awai Hft^ eifft a^iw ft aiqft mt ft tm aftf ft aftfft Hafta^r an 
ai i a^dH a?ft ft ^caft ft ^ ft ftaft ft tftar anai ft i a? ftJ fftnr nar ft fft 
Huria 4 ) ?pft«n ^ ft npift ft g^afci: ^ 3 ^ aft «rfft ft ^ ^ siaar 

ft fftafta»T aci Har anai ft I 

H ifir a nft 5 RT aria 

33 . M i dH ft t ft aifirfftaa ft 3i^^ 3.1 afrf ii<nM Haaiaftt ft 3i^ ll ft (a>) aiHa 
anarft aft-arai afk ^pth ft Hn? aiaiR ft aftaft ar aiHa anaift an ?pna, 

(13) aiHa anaift ft nraicnaj jpna ft ftan ft ftft wnft ft vj^iqftl a^ ?n anaift ^ 
3i^a^ aaia ftft aft a^t^a^^a) atm an aiaaH ft i aifftan^ SRI a? aim fftar anni aiftfira 
ft H> aai arraift ft ^ ft ar ^caian amai anaiaav ^law ft ^aaa ftt ^epn ft 

3Tmffta> cif^ ^ ft I arfecT snaRfr ft aftnct ama ft ftaa ft aitftanft SRi a? aim fftai 
aiRT aftHia ft fft aai anaTcrcp ft?T ft aam wna aft aftna aft ^jcRfi ft aiHa anaift srt 
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^ t 3T«I^ ^ 3TTORfr ^ 5Rm 3RWT SR^tte ^ ^ ^iWf ^ 
^ ^ ^ 3RfsiT 3ito ft g>r %i3P^ ^ w ^ fOT # I 

34. 5rrf^Rf>T^ ^ v5im ^ ^ ^jsran^ ^ <ra5f ^ ^ t ?wn mcpci 

(^d'^m if vdq^gtT 3ra^ ^ Tfrq ^ WF ^ ^Nt <ra> ^wteipt # «i5i ?ra> ^ ^?i>f 

^ ^ ^ Mt>Hpl4> ^Ipn ^ t I HTflran^ ^ ^^IcW «l«zff ?i«w 

«TcJ^ ?Tf^ ^ q<^Pi*d ^ ^ ^ # I 

35. qi l ^d) | ^ ift ^ cfj^ t ^^IPITcra % Rch<<’H ^’S^m 

P ^ f^te qifljihl^l ^ ’TPTT sn SRT "^PHT ^ ^ ^1^ 'seiVi ^ foT? * ^ 

qjw pft ^[T. ^3^ cf) a1% cT8n ^fTarrf’ft ^ 1%Eifs!®r si^l^ % i 5'«(«s 

viM^dia 3n^ ^ ar^qTcH ^ wil^i^i^ % ^ aj^ w >acMrqq»i ^ cinra cwi «rt^ 
w*raT^ sft \ ^Tsnf^, vj?hi<4>1 ^ Pi *4<4 aft vj’itpl ^irem ^ wsr 
^q^cRT l^arn iR ^ ^ ^ 1^ t i 3HT w srt ^ cra» 

1^ 'fjm 1 4HM»T l q '^iqidq ^ Pf^ai i?^3n^ w fflfllr PitiU«i 4 

^ aral^ ^ 3f^r^s^ ^ WT i fw^ar^. 3RT ^ v*tMi<4>T to t 

fl> ’Tprftar :gftJT SRf aiti^ Pi^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ P^ 

M i R i tp i ^ '^nTJT aw ^ ^ ^ ^ aM dMi a^ ^ I ?aT aNw ^t, ^ 5fa^ f^an 

7T71T t HHft ^ '^ i q i c PF % ^ Pr^ ir aiF ww # aPr twi arm ^prarr^ft m 

'am aw ^ ^ ^3#n' ^ wft ^ 

am ^ I laft ^aim^ A HH*flai ^jiPr cj>i^ ^ Pm 2(^) ^ aiB^r ^ ** 1^**^^ ^ 

aM 1^ # I ai^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 'sstpi'. ^ ^am aw 

^ l?ai^ 3(c!TW, 

> 3 €?riT' arw aft Pm 2 (^) ft ^ ^ aPmi ft Pft aw ft ^ ^ t i ^ 
3fK ftan f% aFft ay?i art ^ mncni ft w^ ftanw ft ^afm' aft aPmi a»T 

aq^ aw ft aiaft fftar t \ 

I 

36 . wtoift ftfe a5aft ft PP HM-ft a aftft ft PFftai aft ^3q^ wiawr ^«rt Prfta ft 
3 i^qT^ ft aft! ft amft ft aftPP M i P i a ^ift srt araa arftten aiaft! anftaa ^ arafta 
^ i d i eiq srar asiffta fftar aai ft I 3RT: mfftanft ft aia^ aa^ ft aift! \3Wiaaft, w ^ 
ft ^gfftraFia ft ft, ft! arrtft^ a>ft n? gftm ft am mft ^ afta 
xpranftft aa Pratam PPar ft i ag tftar arrar ft fft ft. PcfiftH ft;ga^ ft 
3 Praj 3 rw aaft! ^ ^aa> ft ft! aiaa ft ara?F aa^ ft t?aJ jrg^ vjoir^ ft w fft 
^ 3 WTaa ft Pspran fftaaa cpm 33*;^ ft i arPrn^ ft ^wra^ ft. R w^ti ?^aftar 
f^. aft wna ^ «tPi aiatft ajaar aft wa ftqftt anft ftaicia aft enaa ft^gy a^ten anaai ft 
qrai asjT^qciai aaraft cTraa ftaar qftarr Pm'IcjI ft snara qa aft ft i 3pa 
^tmdd ft ft crraa qa eiPr ara^ cftaa ftagr a^ Pftft ftftj?T 
aw ft -mmf aft! ft I a? ft! afe Iftar anar ft 1ft ^ 3pa sim ci^ awiaaft an am ^ 
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^ ^ ^ 1470 t I 3RT: ^ 31rJRT ^ ^ ^ Jl^IW 

^ I ^ '^nrf iTRtT ^ ^ vidUdH ^f cTWI 86%. ^ 

11 sTIcT vJdlKchl c^ ^JcRT cRt tZTH ^T cf>t ^ t I ^ ift ^ 

v5rra| t 1^ 3R^ «rf% ^ ^ ’^PT5f W1 ^ ^3^' A. RdlW 

4^^v]t f^. (fvjRgsT ^ 86%. t ^ fwRiir 4o snwtijH m 33% JiiiRid ^ 

^ ^xFIT SllPid t etto iTR?r ^ ^3?qfR^ cf>t ^^xHT 5j||(^ld ^ t I ^ 

ir vJdiKch (fvH^ tira 52% f^wr t) ^nftef t i ^tru ^ ^ ^ 

ir^ erf^ ^ 1%^ w wm m c^ rrt 

%g 3Flf$r?i ^gxRT ^ sft, 1^ apT^ ^xi«wl ]3R^ ci>Rg> 5rf% 

^ ti%i w 11 

37 . P i ^HN^ ^ ^ wqR^jf^ ert^ ^ f^niRbd ^w?iN>r ^ 

1%^iT •»TOTii :- 

anoT^ ^ ^iTsiT 

(i) 1?^ ^ y«wRid arrf^lcbiRcb art^ A ^ wRid 

^ arWcff ^ arrar? iR ^ arrarat ^ htst ^ ^rm t I v^?nf^ 

1^ Tnjilt, snf^miRt % ^ ^ aiRMf ^ ^ 

^ t ^ ^ angRtR^ra^ ^ ^ atraicff ^ irrai ^ ^ artcp^ ^ ^T?flf^ 

1 %^ ^rat| I TiF^ ^^ar w # aiFirat ^ ^ ^ R^l airaR ^ ^ ’R 

aTRJM ^l^cRT ^ ^TSaR urixl arat^ ^ ^fRFT 11% ^ ^FIT % I 


-H- 

aii^oi ^ 
xn^02 

ai^02 ^ 
^03 

arilel 03 ^ 
^04 

Carafe 

(4|R4>) 

3?raRT 

33256 

41046’ 

15891 

3856 

aru ^?ff N^rst 
tlRRM ^cg> cRI 
^ ^ jairaTcf 

1461 

1455 

8693 

32132 

3Rr ^ ^ 

3JT^ 

4797 

2886 

2253 

1413 

HEIIH 

39514 

45387 

.26837 

37401 

-j--- 
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M ■ 

■■ ( 

artcTOl ^ 

ai1l^02 ^ 


uira araRi 

. i 

»tM 02 

^11^03 

^04 

(cnfife) 

-rl 

100' 

123.43 

47.78 

11.59 

airara (jft.sR) 





















[^iFT I—-gqs 1] 


3Rr ^ w 

^ t. ^ 3?T?IRT 


3T^ ^ tSTt 4 
ainrra 


wrer ^ TTJm : 3 ra w n? m 


3traTcf {^. 



114,06 


6782 


9(tBS 


airara ifEi ^ ^ ^ fif ^ 9i5rt? fiN^r 

(ii) ^ fiK ^ gcrrr 4 wrg ^ 4 f?" awiiT?ff %i«rarT ^ 

^ 5% 4 ^HIRT ^ ^ 0:50% ^ Rl^Md 3nf t I ^R l ^ld ^ 

;iff% f4m^''dK dil^cht ^r ^ Tj^ t I ^ 3rraraf 4 ^ angn 4l(^ 4 

^ ^cif?r ^ io% ^ X ' 


^Cf *IHI 



ai^OI 'I 
«n^02 

\ «A902 ^ at!)vr 03 ' 

^03 ^04 

F #*fnftr 

g>Cl (^. CT) 

646810 

68347G 

1 708597 

766477 

51^ 

100 

^ 106 

: 110 

118 

OT^iraf cCT f^wi 

■ ■■ ^ ■.■ '. 



^01 ^ 
»n#02 

3r^02 ^ 

«in«T03 ^ 
*inf 04 

Tirrer wn? (oiiw) 

_______ .r^ , ____ 

^ ^ antncT (’ft. e^) 


-^- ^ ^-—T----' 



13421 

24075 

2612 

028 



4456 

3220 

4822 

821 



9995 

9719 

■ 5261 

681 

8JTt^ 


5303 

4032 

2896 

2116 

^cT ^ 


33256 

4100 

15891 

2»56 

3RT ^ ftR tR qrerM 
^ ^ ^ ^ 3n^ira 


1461 

1455 

8603 

32132 

3RT ^ 4% ^ ^ imifm 


4707 

2886 

2253 

mz 

gjcf arnira (41. ^) 


39514 

45387 

2683^ , ' . ' 

' " ■ ' 


1 

l>07296 

638083 

68l7to 
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IRT % 


g>c( 

HFT (’ft.CT) 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3naRT 

(iii) jnfSlcFT^t ^ ^3cm^cpt ^ v}C4iq*1 ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^nfer snaici 2001-2002 4.24% ^ f^lRcfv? wa araf^ ^ ^hjFi o, 4 i% ■nR I 


OIRIRft iPI Qiwi 
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«IMR ^ ciH*inl TR Hlfid auraicit ^ ?niR 


(iv) efilMdl ^ 'Tlf^ 31FJTcff cf) ;pTra ^ ^ ^ yfrcf ^ "nt t ^ 

gif^d siiillcfi c^ cJtRW 'ffRd ^JTRFT vJcMiq ^ c»n*ld ^ ^ cf>t^ ^ 1^ 

TIT W ^ 3TFTFcfi ^ 51'^^ Cir"!iari gOHcfi ^r ^ 'p’ft ^5>RT 8IT '^\ ^ 

^ c^t ^^tcjRT 8n ^ 3T^'4i ^ ^ ■ni ^ i ^ wtr ^ 

WRH ^ ^ 3rr 1^ ^'Jilcfcnait cJtt ^ lit ^ ^ 3fh? ^ ^ ^ 

P l ^lif^d \jdT K C^ ^ 4^ ^TSTR %5 ^1^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ t I d€jY^ cf)t c^Ncfi cM cnKoni ^RfT t ! 'M4t^ '«*»'S ^ 

^ #3nf^ d>lHd1i cf^r 3TT4RT ^ ^ ’dHliilfild iRT 4T I ^ ^cRT 

^ ’TcTT t 3T^ ^ ^ sjq^ia ^3lt ^ ^ 

tfjlHdl ^ eRlT 441 4T fuFT^ 'dejVl ^ cpl*ld'l ^ cp^t^ ^ ^ vjeild ^ 

fi[s^ cf>^ c^ vri^ gra e^ ^ ^ ojR^T f^fRn WT % R**iil^d cnfcran % ^?ts? 11 

‘dMK if 3lRTdt ^ 5P7Tcr ^ 3J|c|>c1'1 ^ 3raf^ ^ ^h?Ff 3<iqia 

^TfRdt cPi 1%4T w ^14?^ ipn 4T1^ ^ ^ Mtra>r ^ anpft 

^rer ^ aft 3fr? ^ if 16%. ^ «P*ft ^ t vRf^ 4Xcj^ t^aft 

gftPcT if ^ ^ 30% dcP aft Ift ^ t I 3icT: <ai% arafSr^ ^ 

Wftft ft ft % aii^cfe aft ^ft^aR f^nrft aa>RiRa> aftaa a^flftt Tfaffta aft % 

IT? ufTcf 3faf^ ^ "jft 3lf?lV|v «pft ^ t I 


<StH^ cU^JhSt 



anlpf 01 ft 

^ 02 

ai1l^02 ft 

Rift 03 

«A«f03 ft 

Rift 04 

vilFET 3Wf& (^lRf<l>) 

cjftaa 

^ ft 

tiVcj^ T3 aR 

«*** 


***★ 

**** 


100 ^ 

112 

120 

130 

‘ Rfa ^./ftt.sR 

___ —-^ - 1 

4.^1 

46829 

61182 

62986 

59588 


71756 

74040 

61709 

63434 

c\ cs. _ \ C 

61116 

59130 

55451 

54905 


J^JP/U/ol' 7 
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8IT5#S 

62111. 

59356 

62254 

71886 




56937 

61525 

59962 

66317 







lie' 









w 






aiT5cfe 








ficlftrai 






2n?#3 




(%) 




17% to 1% 


-8 to 5% 


1%to8% 


8% to 20% 


HctftraT 


-50% to-15% 


-40 to -10% 


1%to 11% 


S% to 14% 




-25% to -5% 


-10 to 1% 


8% to 20% 


15% to 28% 




-26% to-6% 


-12 to 1% 


1%to10% 


-8% to 5% 




-12% to 1% 


-8 to 5% 


1%to15% 


4% to 16% 


Ao 3TTcT A 1^^TTcf> 3 31^,2006 ^ -^0 0t- 

848-849/05-T^ A ^ ^ ^ "ZI? t ^ 

f«Ri^ cfTrm «rf% ^ t, w\ 'g?T 310^ t ^ 3iraRft ^ w^, vj^ttwi aftr 
^1^ 4 3Tcrqt<r # I 

jnfeJcpT^t ^ t hh 4)-« snt ^’tft 

2006 (202) 257 ^ ^I^RH vjfc^l^d M?I *tt4|c|f^ ^pitefT 






































































[ ^ I—I ]- _ : ; :*(RcrsW j: ■ :^:-., .;;;:: _jS: 

\5n^ if Tpn # I cfarri^r ^ Bfe ton vsim % ^ ^ sfcf m i 

3T2rm 3n^ti ^ t ?i«it fis1% f^?cr^ ^ ^ ' 

^ srSTcfT 3TT^f% ^ ;c^ ^ 31^ ^ cnfe 

#TT ^ t, ^>1 ^ ^ 3T^*Ti% ^ tmcft ^ j; : ;.■ ; 

<i>t^m fro T?cr >jj^^cb^n i 

(v) erf^ 3TcrRr c^ ^ ^r ^ f^Rf# ^ ^ 11 jq^: 

vjeiVi ^ cfOncfi ^ fn^i ^ t t qqrf^, 21 ^ iizn t 

if, q^ q^ afe q5t WM q5t ^ q# ^ 

t I^TW q? 3I«J 1 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ qrl^ ^ q% isilfjf it 

qq 'MH'll qR^T M'9I ^ I .-rr'i-^-rr: 



3lf)c«01 ^ 

M02 

aifl«i02 It 
' ^ 03 

aiAsiOS ^ 
nn* 04 

9iN4i^ (mHv) 


*•** \ 

**** ■ ; 

iHi 

IhH 


100^ 

108 

104 

'.132. 


;- ..•■ 

*#**. 

*#*♦ . . 

***« 



: 100 

-58 

■ 501 

<»^'M ^T*r« 'W i\ 

*♦■»» 

*«** 

**** 

***#'. 

'ij^4to4 

100 

112 


IHIkmHH 


f "■:><: ■■■ ■: 

***• 

**«• 

^ 41 **.'-; 



-r 100 

76 

112 

^ Mgg ^ 

; . f~ y ;. ' 




i^<j||^Rf<4l 

46829 

61182 

62986 

■ 59588 


74756 

74040 

61709 

63434 

^A) 

61116 


55451 

54905 


62111 


62254 

71886 


56937 

61525 

59962 

66317 


100 

108 

105 

116 


■._^' ' . : K^feR q? T="':- O-."'^ ,::■■ ■■•■ ^ 

<P*i c^*iq 

{\i) aif^iqq^ ^ i4jfqci5i.qicrf qr^ q^ ^ t !5^ q^ 

^ cpq q>tw q^f^ # ^ ^ I 

f^q5t. qrfcl qq 3ifq>«?tq CcT^ :i;tc| '«cpci<»> t i., 5r^<^ i^ ^ % 

eA lel'ifBd q^^ qfl Traqi f.,qajT ^ ^)Fqq q?t #qi fflcT q^ 

^ 3 ^.^t qft % l .R >^1 q>q q>l hci q? ^fgit '?tR ^ qqqi q^ 

q?rt?n t f^iRT^ ^Tq;g q?i ^ qifef q^ f; 1 
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P*AKrI—S bc. 1) 


<i>«i «£)*ia ^ ftsft 


viira 

(qiR<^^(l) 

Q>1*ia <*1/41. ciHI 

*«**' 




59588 


63434 

tfNt engirt 

54905 


71886 


66317 





5«l^(^l<ll 

***« 

*i<^f5mi 

**** 


***• 


***« 


*«*« 

<b*l c»)*id Mi, (%) 



**** 


**** 


**** 

s<i5<S'S ^ 

**** 


**** 

c^l*ia ^ (%)- 



12% %30% 


15% ^28% 


20% ^39% 


3% ^ 12% 


8% ^ 22% . 


(vii) ’iFJcT ^ arniTcff ^ wg cf^t v?m cp iTzrKsFnsJ yil^icpi^ ^ 

^ arjerg ii (iv) ^ ^3cm^, «Rm ^rrar, efiTO^, 

cT^, cf5t Tm\ ci8n ^ 'Hciidchl ;3ifr>T cf>t ti? jmm t, ^ 
^ ^ ^ Mll?lcP|’{) ^ ^ 

?mT ^ c^ f%gt^ ^ 3n^r cpi^dii d5t t ^ ^fNr ^ ?Rf> 

JTTftPtdJ cfSIT ctlR>ct7 ^ ^ 'ddd^ ^ ^iiPlcl fcfRT ^ 

^ I ^ ^ f^ uflfTT t f^ ^0 Raid'd f^O ^ ^ vicMKH ^ WR 33 

mRI^IcI ^ ^2 J ‘HKcl ^ 'H6|<S d't^ ^ H^'y 'd(Mlc;cr>'l ^ TJdj ^ 3r^d> 




[Wl I—1] 


iron ^ 


21 


f 1 M li ^cbl^ ^ 51^ vicMKch 4o Reiifl^ 5'S't^'fl ^^0 ^ oii «td ^ ^ 
gMt Hd l c RT ^ ?TFRT ^TRIT ^ ^ '3Hci«( §’Ci«*n eTPRl ^'Ml 

^ t I 3r^ ^ ^ ^ wra i?4 «ri% ^ einra ^ 

^ ^ if sisrar 31^ tW ^ ^ wi«r ^ t T iif ?ft ^ 1^ ^nm .# if ai^ 3rf!r 
?rg 3dll<d ; ^PT?T ^ ^ vJdIWd ^ 14 5if^ f I ?5T arf^ cl^ 

xj^qRgjf g>i jmra ^ ^ I w ^ ^ ^ ^ pr ^ 

cFm 86 5rf^ ^ 11 W ddlWibl % ^#91^ ^ STWR ^ «Tfir ^ 

^ # I ^ ift ^ ^TRTT t erf^ ♦iiH<«'^'i if ^ ITc^ ^ WT if '«i*i« ^ ^ 

ti^ if 1^0 Rcinl^ f^o 45t v.iM4>i^l^iifira % 1^ ^ ^ ^ 

v^H<t, l^ ^ITpIel ^ t I'g^'glff^' 5R?m if vJWiq«P ^nftef t I ^ 

xgffm «Tm ^ ^ afim ^ ^ w asRr 

^ ^ 3iiri^ ^ w >3q^ ^ «ft 

^ «rf^ f^$cm ^ ^ ^ Rnl^Rad Aximh^ if ^q^ ^ ^ ^ 11 

fl>g>f 3<k ^ ^FSiR 

(viii) ^ ^ ^nm t «WT ^frt w ^ ^ 1^ if t 

?T8n ^ ^ ^ if iflf ^ 31^ ^ ^ qitor^ qr^ f vj^Vi d«n 

^if Pi*^i3'tiix ^ t:- 


M (4t.eqy 







02 tl 
qrtf 03 

3wci 03 « qra 

04 

um 0iqm 
(qiRcplyn) 


307826 

310022 

324328 

392195 


202429 

175147 

234039 

231456 


510255 

485169 

558367 

623651 


^Eii^i ^ Qmtix 



oiAcioi ^qri 
02 

virilH 02 ^ 
qM 03 









307826 

310022 

324328 

392195 


202429 

175147 

234039 

231456 


510255 

485169 

558367 

623651 


646810 

683470 

708597 

766477 



V 
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48 

45 

46 

51 

3RI y^jslrtl^cl?)' 01 
(%) 

31 

26 

33' 

30 

^TRii aft % 

3tftn g>T (%) 

79 

71 

79 

81 


Jntollt ^ 1 SP] 2001-02 ^ #?rT 48 ^ % 

^3^5^ v5rra;3mf^ ^ '#^ 51 ilfclSfcI ^ 'W ^IHTI ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3i3fSr ^ 2 yfri5jr^ ^ ^ l ’ft ^ t % ^ p 4xm 

’TFT ft 18 iSrfftW ^ it I t tftj erfft 3Tc[fft ^ tt *11^ 

WI ft. ^f^ WcT cfjftt ft ^Flft 8IT I 31cT: ^ ftts fft^n vOcIT t ^ ft Mllco 3ll4im'l 

3»RW j^ftFr ;ft 3MR f%# ^ 31^ W t I 

^<m<n ?WT gpi^ 


I . N}t<i r g ^ (’ft.^) 



























































[nq I—1] 


qiCt U i V > Iv' >-'..23 

(ix) 5nitran^ ijT^ t % 5racit;gT^??W #;g^^ 2^ 

araf^ ^ ^htPT 94.45 mu ^ ^ law art^ 

3mf^ ^ ^kFT ^ infei ^irarat ^ ^ 

^tii % I 

^llcf 

(x) hiRi<i>i^ ^ vjeiVi ^ ^ 3Td^'^-^^hnw- ^ SRiT 

vraf^ i«lajt ^ sricRRf ^ wr ^ ^ d^ ^ 41 '<n '3e^f^s»ft^i Pi'<nc 3tt^ i 







HHH 

' ,"^2 

0? 

, ; ,d|P 03 , 
»Wo4 

r. yp;-’i.i ' 'yi :-- .. 

-p- 

(ipofe) 

1^ (xftd) - 
^dq 

— 


rr JS24326 

_Z_ '1 __j_i*. 

ff m:m - ■ 



29606 

mmam 


ftstH ‘til HlrlifRr 

iR ^ qicrqd 

9.63% 

9.55% 


i.76% ' 


100 

99 

BMI^eWW 



(xi) Ml'f^^l^ ^ t 81T?^ 3fk 4t ^rg^M Hc^f^mi 5rc^lg> 

^ Tjgj- Tjg? gjt ^ ^ g>tw, j>^'^t% 3IPTTd ^ cPRUT 

3iRite t I cmrR. ?iR>«F) ^ % xn^ finiid ^ 15 >ih ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ d^ t chife ^ ^ 3TRnd ^ J[|f ^ dMIfT 

g>NcT % l|cT WH t I imR M ^ airaid'"d xip ^ dfRfIcT dxT?f ^ 

^ ^ t I ^reiPr xfj^ ^ ^ ddff d xip PRt ^ d^r 

3d^ ^ ^hiR t, ddr dr d ddt ^ ^iJicr c^ mRwih'W'^om "XTrcT ^ 

^ dd> Wrdt ft 11 pd ^ ^ ^fdr fdr?TT t Rj cfdd xr xnfd andd ^ 
jmm d^ # ^irenw d ^ ^ ai dd>if =Tte I; 

snd^ ^/SicrraT 5j^ vifjid 

^ elWT 48% fdm I t d 

t fdr XR ^TTT?r ^ ^ dcj vjid ^ d fdi^ gjd Idn w 

^ iRi^ vitiVi d tor’ll ^f dd dr d*id ’tiqtll vie^<a"iNf dSxd>• '«f?ici'd 'Pd ^ I §’^4> 

arcrmi, ^ w fd 'q^ vi?<ji<d ^ ^ 86%#?^’d dl^r d^ der 

wi ^ % dicj x5d^ (^ 3it9dd «df mh 4^ d dgrdl^ ^ Rud d vjit 

d) d w t I MiR<i?d d d ti^ ddff d 

^r^Asdn d d^^d d dr did ad? (xfixrd) xn^ 
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trt t I w ^ gn t, ^ ^ t ^ 

3Rftr ^ ^h?FT 3TmR ^ t \ ^ ?mif^ 

5rg^ ^5iw ^ ci5t ^nfer cf>t7T^ ^ #1 


HIC1 ^ ^ilvi'1 <RT 4R«iiwi: 


(xii) jnt^mJT^ ^ t ^ ^3it c^ c^ ’Trf^ g?T mRoir 

v5c^<d*flil 11 

'i\^*ni, W3i^ ^ vttMWtbdl; 

(xiii) ^ f % 'Stfm ^ aiPlRcw «Rcmj v5it# t ^I«IT 3T^ cijl^ijl cf>r 

^tvjPTR jm t I WirfM cf>t cr3?T ^ 5RFT ^ ^r 5# ^ 

3mf& ^ t I mtor^t ^ f ^ 3raflr ^ srf^ ^r 

2001-02 ^ ^ ft t I 31^: ^ ^ %?n wn^TT t \JcMI<i<hcll A cFft 

^ ft mr ^ ^im ^ # I 

Cbtrll^, mn ^JtMWcbdl 



01 ^ wi 
02 

02 ^ 
03 

ai^ 03 ^ 
^ 04 

viira awRl 
(qiPfc^^a) 

«h^^x||'^ {m) y><^ vjsiVi 

3254 

3398 

3434 

3758 

♦ivji^'J) (efra ^.) 

\iaVi 

3413 

3521 

3825 

4495 

NieilM cpi 

385167 

402651 

423669 

484734 

vJd^K*d^ Vlf?^•c^>^^Til^/ 

118 

118 

123 

129 




(xiv) illRicftl'JI cf>^ t f^ v3elVl WET 3T^f^ ^ "t^R err*T 3RPTfif ^ ^ I 

'JSftTT ^ ^ 2001-02 4 1.30 JltcRRT cTPr ^ ^STT ^ 1% yTTW 3Rflr "% 
WTWTcfJ ^ (0.99 Mfcl^ld) cR? Rr W RhI^'HK dll^il ^ W ^RRT #:- 


cTm/fiPr (cfrar v.) 






**** 

**<** 

**** 

**** 


**«* 

**** 

**** 

**** 

^PTjr ^ ^ vJtjVi 

**** 

**** 

*«** 

*«*■* 

vJelV] 

100 

261 


-103 

sF^r \3WK<j> 

-100 

-66 

KB 

-62 





















(xv) 5nteT^ ^ ^ t cPTTf Tff tR 3TR ^ t^Rf^ 3 t 4 t SlH ^ ^ 

eTPra^ vjh?ft ^ 5ff% ^ I ^ ^ ♦♦♦ % 

STFI 3Tfwr?f ^ ^ra>T vjl^f^ ^ 2003HM ^ ^ *** % 3TR ^TSIT aTTOR ^ ^ *** % 
3im 3lf^ ^ 2IT I 



80.94 131.04 18.66 


iraig ^ gpRiwi? ^hnfltT ^«i>ixicncp 

(xvi) M l (^<bl ^ ^ f f^ ^/^Tcf5^ WF ^ ^ cTTJTH^ ^ 3n| t 

cT8JT srraR ^ 2001-02 ^ gel’ll ^ wTRT 3Rf?J ^ 4l'<l’l 5'H^I 3TcJtf?rcF> Rknc 3Tl^ I 


^qiQ cfHT 






Srttci 01 W 
^ 02 

02 

^ 03 

31^ 03 

04 

ufra 3iRR[ 
( 4 if 94 n^d) 

icr)c; (dlQ ^.) - 

^^fnr 

**«* 

**«* 

**«* 

**«* 

-qrJIq.S 

100 

138 

190 . 

90 

44jc; eTW CT- y^ej, 

**** 

***« 

J 

**** 

***♦ 


100 

145 

174 . 

74 
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(xvii) ^ ^5^ t ^ ^rrar ^ srafir ^ ^ ft 

cTanft vri^r 3Tcrf^ nrar ^ Rwel ^ 3ict1^ ^ ^ 

fcRT ^r sft l 3lc1tc||, \i£jVl ^ WESTR ^ pci'll ^ WET 

^ f^l'^l'cl^ 3nt t I ^ t >3^ C^ M^MHIcHcb ^ W4f^ 

f^f^FT ^ ufct^ 3RN W t I ^ fF? f : - 


ift 






SjtcT 01 ^ 
02 

3d?r 02 ^ 
^11# 03 

SIStcl 03 ^ 

04 

viiR oniQ 
(4iW<^<ydi) 

^TT^ 


6 

10 

19 

^gcqr^ - ^rtm ^ ^ 
ydiM 


-1 

4 

9 

^MK f^’WII - ^FTF ^ ^ 


-10 

-0.11 

3 

1%a>t HTstT - ^ 


-5 

15 

12 

^ - ^HRr ^ ^ 
vjefr*i 


-28 

336 

-89 

^cb<^ Mq^e/^ft.C^ - '«*(« <>H 


65 

208 

-79 

3TR 3lt ^ t ■ vJeiVl 


-19 

62 

-86 


(^^?T V^CI^ ^ 

{xviii)RTf^ra>r?t ^ f^raKi#^ wiK ^ ^ # 

cIFT ’ETTt ^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ TcJjRFc^ eTHTt 3jk ^ 

emrf ^ vdd^Ji cf5t vjsr^ ^ mm ft Mfci'^d irmcf tr? 'dcHcrr t i 

^.. tHKmirHcl) Ipl gRI 

Rife?i 3iramf cin jnmr 


38. ^ 2001-02 WcT aTcrfll c^ '<i«l<€ cR^ c^ STRTR c^ JffclYRT c^ WT ^ '{16|«S 

^ ^ Rf^cT 3TRRT ^REfR 3TmR ^ ’R STRKff cPT 11% ^ W SU I ^PFcT 

cf5^ vjfiR cJR^ '8HA| 3T8lt^ cRH Mlf^d 3TRJT^ ^ “MNd Ef)t cfTl+i^i if SREft^Rj ‘I’cldl 

ft t. inf^RR^ ^ FFH fcfj ^ff^ ^ ^ cR^ cfjf T^|xf xjsffTT ^ 

^ cfjJT sn fyRT^ ^ Mdfl l d tfR t 1% ^ ^ STRIRfr ^ TEI^ cfit fl# g>^Rf 






[W I—1] 
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3r?£ite ^ t I ^ ^TFiT Tpn 11% arprrat ^ ^fer ^ c^ 

bt|<j^K ^ vJ^^I, ctrlHdt ^ ctMlci ^ ^ ^ 3lcfTWl^ W*? ^ ’<<3'^ ^ 

WTEzr fsn t \ "arsfpfT ^\f^ amncft ^ 'dcMK^ cTPra A ^ ^ ^ijcT ^ 

g5kcT ^ ^ W( WT 8IT 3fk 1% ^ 3ft 3TT^ ^ ^IT5T ySOl-li W ®IT I 

’T^t ^ ^fTT3I c^tm cfj^tcft cfjROT vjakf «Ht cHmMcJdl ^T 3IT7ft sft I 'i«it<W ^ 
3fmR ^ ’fTFTT ynm t 1% ^3Tt3n^ ^ ^ ^ ^TlfeT STTZirat ^ 

cf?RR di'kil^ch af!r 2ft I 

3Rf <l>l<<bt‘ m iwra 

atWR Hi^«i>mrH<b TWT 3(k ^ ^1^ v5<Miq«l>1i ^ ^ >i(<tW6rf 

39. ^ ^ ^ WTR M(rl4y!?*f4> WS[\ ^ ^ t fuRTcfJT »rR?ft7T AScqi^ 3jk 3?^ 

Mftt'WtH vidt^it IJRT 3I^^RDT ^>1711 ^ I 'Sf?! •‘tRT 3fk vJdctJ 3R% WfR^ ^ ^ 

3RR^ c|>t TElkl^lftiT g>t 3RfH^ ^ t, 2Jf ^ Tf?n #1% cHTPri 

?TvIR ^ ^ 3JI4j^cf5T!t3ft 3lk vJCMiqcpj ^ ^=>1^ yfciqtl cFTT^ ^ 

^ f, fyRT^ ^3SftTI g>r ^ ^Tctt «Tf^, ifkrcJR Rl^J|| I 3IclM. 21? ^ ^ 1^>2rT 
v3iTciT t 2if^ <iMR ^r h(cIw^ ^ ?tcft t ^ wpft2i fm ^ ^ ^ 

’q^ ^3?rt^ ^ 3ra^ aw t i 

w ^ ^tcp^ 3ik ^pm ^ ^ 

40. 21^ ^ f^RiT vjw t 3Tcrf^ ^ w ^r cf^ cFft ^ ft t I f^'kkr 

ift 3Tt 3nt W ^ ^ t I W ^ cfjjft ^ Cf5iw ^ t 

>dtiVi ^ alcf ^ ?t’ft I 

)jteilPk4n 


41. i^ »ft Ma47R 6[RI ^ ^ 2F?ff ift WCT JR^ ^ W t 

rfrettf^Tcfft ^ cf>r ft af^ ^ ^>R^ 11 

42. 2 kc 5 ^ >3?fr>T ^ vTiW 3Tqflt c^ ^flTSI- ^IRI ^ ‘>ft cR^ g>F 

11 mi^chi^ ^ cfj^ t ^ f^Ritci ^r ^ETR M<f?id fifT 11 af!r ^ ^ 

Viq i vi R T ^ vjdtn ^ drHWW 3ik Pi^d 31 cPT- 3T^ %2n ^RIT % l 3Id: Piqtcl 

(2|f^ ^ ^ qjRR ^ apt WtR ^ vj^Vl ^ pPaWT q^T g>R0I ^ HMI W 

%\ 
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43. 3TraR ^ 2001-02 ^ ^cRT ^ TJljViT ^ oimTR^ ^ETR 

f3TT t I 'BcMKcbdl ^FcRT: c^T 511% gJT cfnw ^ ^ Weft sft I 

44. ^ f^d«l«| 5RI ^ W t % ^ cjft if ^ft^ftenf ^ 

TFFT ^ 2001-02 ^ ^ 3T%> ^ t 3ik ^ ^3^ c|^ ^3eq^ c^ft ^ cn^TTf^ |3IT t I 
jnf^TcfjT^ ^ ^ cTcFdojr cjft ufm ^ 3ik ■=ftE: t 'CRfr%f?Rt ft arift wts^t ft 

IftRft WH ^ ^tcr^icy cfjR^ ^ cicMoil Iftt? f I 3RI el^ fftj vIcMKchl' ^ 

gcR ^ ^ STJHR ^ETPSI ^ ^ ^ ft 3ik 3lfftcbi^l cbMPl^T ^ cfjTTTft ^ f, c^ 
^ftWEf ft die (chi)! ^PIT ft fft» Mied’<l^ \idlie- fttftt ft ^ geld 

fyRift 3lRl vidllcji gft ^jtRT ftt !?ll(ftd ftlftt ft, tR 3ITEn% efftft f?wft ^ ft I ^ 
qTE^iM gjpjftr ^ we "mm aik arfMk fftebra eft fft^jk ft ^?w ft t g^:, Tnflm>Tft. ^ 
aifftn ^ mRuih f^riKieJk wne ft %>ts 1 ^ anEnffti ft, fftiwr >3^^ w ft wim 
ftt fftRiT w ft I fftffsrif ^wrft ^ fftfteftt ^ ft opm ^ cbMfft^t sFiftt 5Rcn 

^ ft, fwRTft "ziF ftfte fftddi ft fttafkift eft armreft ft ftftt eft jftcg>ei jmrfftci ^ 
1ft>2n w ft, ftte w ft 1% ^fteb eir?ee ft 3wft ewn ^ ft, W e®?! ft 
fftRTft ^ ft Iftd6|<€l ^wkr ft ftl fftto ftftEJT ft I w ftt ftte W ft % EfteJ ^3€fHT ft 
Pl^ejd fftjETT ft j% 5lHdl ^ WRf g't^ld c^ ^ feRT WT 8JT 3ft? T>cf> fftfftl^ ?T*R ft 

^i^^3iftTT ^ ftk ft c^ «ifftcf>Tft prmft ^ wrt ^5w w sjt i gif gft ^ ^ Tift 

ft 3ft? TIF ftre iftRT W ft fftj elT^ 3ft? ^ ftfnft q? fftjXbliJd cfTl IbRdl ^fgift c^ 

«RcTT ft ^ ^ "fjft ft I 3TeT: ftef^ TJ? ?TS2I 1fti ^3eftfT c^ ffTJ ^lecfft ft 3Tqftt «m?IT ft ff^ 
^ ft, ft ^ fft^ ^ fftebddi ft fft) ^ ft?I ft qrfftcl 3TRnftf C^ elTRUr tsifft ^ ^ ?ftt 
fttftt I fftf^FT lftd«i<^ qwrft ^ fftfteftf ^ ftftEi ft % cfjft crftf ft tft3ft3iTft m wrrer ft 

epftt elft Ilf ft V(^ 7J^ ^ Wftefrnsft W ^ ^f^lT ft, TJF ftf3 IftRT W ft fft> ^t^Tcl 

?fjT ?ft?n g?R3RT- gR ^ q? tftRT WT ft I ebK?dIdl- gR efftHcl ft WTTg ^jeg? ^^\ 

ft tftcbRT ^ c^ oIR ^ gw grfft^ ^ fttft ft I 3|ft:, ftg cPI elcHcil ^ \3Tm ^ 
?RcT ^ ft I 

ri. «i^ kift ^ 3<k cbRU|it<icb ftgg gk ft 

45. ^3^1^ ^ gft EZfH ft ^ |q Tirtelft HFlft ft i% M ft Tfi^ 

3TRTeft gft HRT ft g c^gel 1ft?ft^ WT ft 4fcg> Tn^ ft ftpT xTcf >ddlie;d gft gcRT ft 

Rknc Snft ft I ^?|efj 3lc1ic||, g>e1 did ft ^ gTvTR fft??TT, fftgft, v3dde<d, cRg 

ftft ^HefU^'i ft JRffRT gftf gft ft, fftRlft v31Tm gsn WTT Wf ft v3lfR gft 
3TRf^g? ^RTgT ft efft 3Tgft^J?f cbT dcfid fdeddl ft I gSTlfft, chidd JRTcft ^ cpRig gkj vJ^Vl 
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^ fsn t cKfif^ ^ STIEIR ^ ^ ^r»IR*T5f> sft, WET 3ra1^ ^ 

^ ^ 3l1Srg) ^ -Jll aft I vJlitfT gft vJWiqH cfPRT ^ ^ 

4\4^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ # cPTRTR PKMci 30# t f«RI^ W^ 

^ t I ^ “ift ^ ■>RT t wn^ ^ ^3lft^ ^ cimjRgT 

vjfTET 3raf^ eft 3RTJIK*r5> ^ ^ sft? vifra 3Rf^ ^ iR 3TR icTan "lenq ^RTF ^ 

W ^ 3ft^ ^ yechy ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ RftjR ^ 

3Tf^ ITRT W % I \mi<M Eft amiR ^ El? ttRT W t f^ERf ^T 1^ ^ Eft Sf^m 

>3^ efft sTT^cfj srf^ t I ,Ei^ ^ ^ afrETTefr ^ ^ afl^ ^nw, twRrft 
vJ^'fn efft 5Tf% ^ ^ ^fT^eft t, HlftlcPl'Jl ^ 'JlMcr>l'<l ^ cTFEIT W # I 

0. qre^ ?WT <ft ^ ^ wrra^ 

vara airaRt ^ eir eer tr gnaim aftr <ft ^ aroggti gR?ff 

46. ^^fR SRT El? f^rftcR f^RT "w t vam 3rcff?r eft ^Nr ^ ^ arrmcr 

CRT ^ ^ v 5 Rf^ aicfft ^ ^ ^ ^cIcT ^ STTEneft ^ fl# eft ^ if ^ RR Tj 4 

vjtMiqH eft if ift aTTETRT ^fg stRrj ^ I ei? ift Pi^Q-i fftrar w t 3 ira aft ^ 
yira araf^ ^ aiTEneff a? fftR ^ ^aar ^ eT«a ^ a>ROT % 1^ afa^ ^ ^ fftEjftiaft ft 
vsnaf^ aR 3fk ftftft eft aw ft fftEM ft araaMf ^ea> ^ 5a: arfftftaw ^ aaft aft gf% ft aaft 
aft # I aira arafft ft ^ ^ aat ft fta^ ftftt ft arraffta? aTTEna afta arra aiafft «ft ftNn aR 
3TTEna ft fta^ ftftf ^ IftErfcraft ^ ftarffta arftf Ra?R aa ^ ^ ftefta fftencii ft 1 et? ftt 
fftftaa fftRT aEjT ft 1ft» fta^ ftftt ^ meafttft ?ar anft ^ ft fta?f ftftf ft 
arfea 3TTEneft ft ftftf anft aft ^ aRiaar ft sfta ^ftta aft sifft anft ^ft*ft I arra ^ 
t^Rft 3Tra fftdei^j wfaa ft aftft fewftt tttr aftf ^ ft I arftl?? ft ft^ftftf^iEn a^n aa?^ ^ 
^ Piafdeh ft -deal’ll tftrar ft aft^ aaaft ^^aar aft aira aRft ^ aiaEj? afe fftrar aEjr ft fft> ^ 
Piafdcbf eft xTTd aEifta am^cR srctt ft afk aK<fta aiaiR ft ^a^ araa anft ^wsft e^t arata^ 
ftaiaai ft 1 

aftaa coc^^ etot ^a ci>l«ia tr ftdH : 


48. fftRfcr%a dif^ebi ft El? viiT 'denai ft fft> arra srafft ^ ^Ra fta^ ftftt ft aR 
c^Hci a? f^aft aftf aftaa a5^feft. eigei arfftaj ft : - 


cB^*id cndl^ 



aril^ 01 ft arft 
02 

sfit^ 02 ft 
aift 03 

ailaos ft 
aift 04 

(qiRc^^a) 

flaft ^^TRT- «./^. 
a^TT ^ ft 
vidVl 

*«*« 

**** 

Mr** 

**** 


100 

112 

^20 

130 

ei|a ij5a aa 




61182 


59588 



74040 

61709 

63434 
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31 


an^<?4 

«*** 


**** 




12% ^30% 


15%-% 28% 


20% ^ 39% 

artos 

3% % 12% 

>H^<S ^ 

8% ^22% 


49. ^ 31^ ^ ^ m 3ik cfW ^ ^ ^ ^ 

c^ g>t^ Pm[<p i ^ ^ ^ f^ratcra^ ^ ^rmf^ »n^ oircrgR ^ Pidcii t i 

^ ^ ^ t W ^ ^ 3ik cf>^ cPT f^y^ui (t[|g ^ 

qRcbdH ^5^ ^m) R^hh menM ^ to? to to tor 13^t? ^ ^ ^ 
^ ci^lidl t f^ Mied-^M ^ ?RM ^ ^ ^ f^lf^ ^ cfT^im 3fl? ^ ^ 

tot ^nto to ^ ?mTw 11 
^f^ miPjIhI ^ 

50. ^ ^ to ton w t % nrentot c^ toRpr to ^ nto> ?to 

^ ^ nren Hitoi 3Tfto t I 3Tto ^ ton ?to to % nrsn nrtor nc^ ?n? ^ 

^ toFRT nn ton tonr t % tom ^ tomn n? jmm wtt tot 

?to I 

?nirognT gpmn? to> ^ to^ t; 

51., toi 3rto c^ tom ^ tor ^ ?n^ ^ ^ ton tomr t tom n>r to tor 

tot t to in nm n^t toranr t to % atoto nmn tot tor att?? ^n: ^ ^ 
d i ijm nan tor n?n tor c^ ?in ^r tom n^t f^rf^ to tot i 

men lyt to ^ tot ?g^ <S( toranr toft fto>^ 

52. am:, nn^cm ^ n? tor w nnmr t to nton menMt ^en> nmm to tor 

wr^ nt ?ra^ ^ ^ nn men nan tom ^ to tot to n5t ar^tom 

nmrnnr to ff % I 

m. tomf^ nrm 

toton tom nn ftonn 


53. toitot ^ nrton n^mn ^^mrarcm c^ mto ^ ar^nR nnrr ?>? ^ 

tom c^ toton tom nn. ftonn tton aft? to?fln tom ^ fto?R n 5 t mtot nn 
fcT^ nmen tom ^ ?m«T ftor nnr an l 













2 _ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY^^ [Part I— Sec. 1] 

54. ^ f vi-celdH ^ 

^uiicfl ^ ^ arj^ wjr ^ ^ vj«Vi 

^ «TfcRf^ ^ W t 3fk ^ ^ 'SlM **** ■?i./^. 

^ 3flTT?T 5TfrRf%?T cl^NcT cJ>T W #1 

55. ]JTflm51^ gRT «fcRf%?T ^3^ gRl ddJiRd cR^ ^ ^ 

cpT ’Trf^ 3#^ t sftr erl^ Hif^d ^ ^ ^ ^ f^ratat “HiRd 

3ff^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^ Mcff ^ ^iiRcT aftw ^Ttn^r ^rrf^ 

^ MRcf»<H'd PiMi^'dK Ri»<ji '*wr % ‘. - 

«#Tnf^ ^Rchdd 


*»M-fl/ft?r 

srf^ ’TtI^r 

miRih 

^STTeff^ 

««** 

4-8% 

ft. qrc?11ft<st 


4-8% 

flftf^Rn ^ 3pq RijVdcF> 

«*«* 

10-15% 

4-sl^Riiji ft 3pq Rftdsp 

**** 

10-15% 

ftft ft qftt fftftdcb 

**** 

30-40% 

ft qft Rftdch 

*«** 

4-8% 


51. ^ <a^ 3RT ^ 

56. jrrtor^t t Rp 'Hihm wt ^ 'qr^FrM ^ccp cf^ ^ 3 ^ in^ ^ czrrqi? w 

^ > 3 efrfT cf^ srf^ ^ ^ptt^ cp^ t cnf% HRi'^Htif ^ ^d4^i(?ri ^ 

«ldiai ^ I 

57. jnf^TcpT^ ^ ^ '{<fl<PK cf7^ f arf^r^fw ^ .^ft^ ^ 

;pfnT cRE^ f^R i fj^d ^ Td^jnrrf^ ^ afR mRuih'M^ ^ ^dHicHch 

^^^'^qt^^H^cf> c^ '•ft 5PTTfftcT d'STTtft, FT MIdH'iisft WTT^ ^ ^^R^ft^ sTlW? ft nJRRT qfcRq«ft ft 
cpftt ^ I fftqftcT, qrsqftsft vjnft ft qr^q cjft waft ft itm arjRRT 

?mT 'HHikJ ^ qnqqr afk ^ q^rq qq ftq? cfftft cwr vjHfticmiaft ft> ft^it ^^5 

^ arte Rchcq ft 'Hpmdi fftftftt i 

-sr. fftqgft 

58. d^^cW qq ar^qTeR ^ >3^ qr fft^R qRft ^ qiq qrf^rqqft q? fftqqdft ^ :. 

1 . ftefif ftftt ^ ’jeT ^ amr ctf ft R^ilRid ft^q^ qq 'HHM ft cf5q gftqq 
qq ‘•TRq qft Rprfq tftnn w t; 

2. 'q^ daVq qft anf^ «ftft ff t; 

3. ftftt ft ^ awcft ft drftq ^ t; 

4 . d«i<€i ftftt ft aiNfdt ^ ftqq ft qrsqftftt cfqrqr anqi aiftt^rd ft ^ft ■^rqrqr 

gRft ft qreq qft «rfft qqft ^ I 
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zr8TRt?itft|tT HlC’I'^ift ^ccp 'Jll’?l '5l>t f^T'l’TR^T % I 

z. : 

59. mi^ch r^ ^ cp^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cf^r ^ ^ sft 3lk qr^q, qq ^ ^ q^^ft qr wiwtcP ^ jrh ^ ^ 

^rat^Tcf^f 3Pn^ ^ sn^ ftcTq^ qeraq^ ^ ^ 

f5r^ ^ 3OTT qi^. w qi^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ Tjj^ afk ^ ^ ^ 'tKPixicHcp ^ ^ Hi(^ 

^ifm- ^ 5rf^ qq P i vx<qi^» - Wj ^ wk qrto^ ^ ^ ^ ? 1^ qi^ qq 
^ wm ^ ^ 1^ p^iN^ i ^ ^ ^ srflt^ ^ qn^ ^ ' 

60. 3T^: qrf^ ^f^TTTT^rreqTJ^q^:^^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TFn^ ^ 

•jisTM^fri^rfr q^ 1%qqf^ «F?qT arra^w ^jq5i^ t; 

61. qil^mq^ gRiqraqf^pqqqq^^^^^^®^^ 

TTTf^ ^ ^ cp^tcR ^ qienM ^ ^ q^ 

% I cT^, ^ ^ ^ ^cf> swqi qgT ^ 

^ cpff^ srfSrf^, 1975 ^ 3iKrra 54 ^ am^ 3n^ ^ 

(^a«) ^ qnft an^ qq^^ 

Prtxnn<*!^ MiriH^ltfl ^ fiimiRgi ^ ^ I__1_ 



ftRr^ 

giT 

RrirtiT 4)1 

^r<j4) 

Pl4Vd4) 

3m. ^./ 

4^. ^ 

-9 

414 ^ 

?4>li 

-10 

-11 

-3 

aftRijuis 

McpK 

-4 

-5 

^wt 

<n?tr^ 


-7 

-o 

4)t^ 

461.52 

41. 4P 

3m. 



m 

di$i)4 ^ 

3RI 

41?^ 

4)t# 

45tt 

461.52 

41. 44 

3m. 

HlfJmcfl 1 

w<dT^ 

g>tt 



q^ 

4)t^ 

461 ;S2 

41.'44 

3m. 


-^- 

«ll$(^'^ 
cjjf wl'9q>'i 
^ 3Fg 

«fl?^ 



63.74 

41. 44 

3m. 

ailRviui-s 
ziT^- ^fnft 
yw?r 




A. ift.€t. 

mq5^ 

r q. mIcQRi*^ 

Xfgjl M4)'HI 

, 83.74^ 

41. 44 

sm. 

TSI. 


J2S2/^^/o'/~S' 






cpv^ ^^cf>i ^ ^ 

^ ,3RT Tjrfg>^^3P^ gjy^ ift. ^ ^ 


TTPf- ^ 
JTcPR 

tnfiRIcft 


ciftf 3RJ g^ri 


m 

Sg ST. 


gpf- ^ 
ngjR 


^n4- ^ 
jrg>R 


3|'|Ri)I)^^ 

gr^- ^ 

5RF>I? 

mrag<?fl 


gr-^- ^ 
ITcpR 


3^r%n7^ 

gr^- wft 

^TW'T 

giflwefl 


gr^- gift 
5r^"K 
mf^goft 

gr^- gift 
ggiR 


3int cj)t mQxii 


^ y'l^cb'; 

g^tt 31^ ^ 


g'clRigi 

Wert^RTT 

♦HciRigi 

^elRiqf 

HclRlill 

’Tcrf^RTT 
gft ^5r?g>^ 
gftf 3mi 

gft 

gft^ 3pg 

’mrfligT 

’TetfiRn 

gft 

gft| 3rg 


^^f$RTT 

gft TJlw^ 

31^ 



g^ ^ I 

|3ncfR 

gg^l^ifu (i^g) 

^gflcTTg cb^^T^M 

(gg) ki'H-Cl^’H 41k;gi1 

gSTTcffg 
gjpfi^ (i^g) 

g^t 4. ^3TT?ffg g?nfi^?R 

g>tt (Tjg) V'H-il'sH 


3Tg 

140.05 ^ ^• 


3ig 

’ft. 


3m. 

ftt. sg 


3m. 

74,13 ftt. ^ 


3m. 

165.03 ^ ^• 


3m. 

185.03 ’ft. ^ 


3m. 

’ft. gg 


^ f?m>iRgi eft cfjRDf 'H’^epK ^ 3TT^?ft eft cfti^ 3T’^t?i gft TPrar MNtn’f t 

^ x?g ^ ^ 3Tftt^ ^mif^eb>;u i eft TO ?R^ ^ xsinjift i 
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63. miR I 4> i^ ^ MiciyuT afk w^- ^ ^ ^ >Mi<JvjiPicb 

^JERTSrt ^ 3T5^ W ^ clft TTf #, cf^ yn^ xj^ 

Mf^ -^ ITT ^ wm ^5^ ^ 3i:|yj#yy5c1l wftSTT cF5^ I ^ 1%5# 

3T^y M l R l cb l '^ SRT cTW clW ^ «fi'^*it, vJT? f?? M<4)yiMl4 1%^ 

c^ 3^5^ fc^ Hcra^ TT^fcfjR SRI ^ tT^ f^>^ '^I’^^ll I 

3TR. "nWi^, f^nx*2 Tiify+iO 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Comme^) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 18 ih June, ^7 
FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject: Antl^itipingInveetlflailonconeernlnoi^rt»ofPprti^O^^^^ 

Yam (POY) from Thailand, Indonesia, Malaysia and Chinese Taipei- 

Final Findings of Sunset Review 

No. 15/9fi005-O6AD.—Having regard to the 
Rules, 1995 (hereinafter refenred to as the Rules) thereof: 


1 Whereas M/s Association of Synthetic Fibre Industries (hereinafter 
referred to as the Ajjplicant) pn behalf of domestic producers nanriely M/s 
Arfees Industries Ltd., M/s AppoHo Fibres l.td., M/s Central India 
Polyesters Ltd., M/s Century Enka Ltd., M/s Filatex Industries Ltd.M/s 
Garden Silk Mills Ud., M/s Indo Rama Synthetics (India) Ltd., M/S JBF 
Ltd., M/s Modem Petrofils Ltd., M/s Nakoda Textiles Industries Ltd., M/s 
Recron Synthetics Ltd. and M/s Welspun Syntex Ltd, filed an application 
before the. pes^nated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the 
Authority), in response to alert letter wherein the applicants requested 
the Authority to continue the anti dumping duty beyopd the original 
period of five years arfleglng likelihood of continued durnping and injury 
on account of import of subject goods from subject countries alorig with 
ttre prima facie evidence. It was also stated that withdrawal Of anti 
dumping duties on subject goods from subject countries would result in 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury and the domestic 
indtteitry requested the Authority for initiation of sunset review of anti 
dumping ckrty imposed on the subject goods. 


2 And whereas the Authority on the basis of sufficient evidence 
submitted by the applicants on behalf of the domestic industry, issued a 
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public notice dated 20*” December 2005 published in the Gazette bf 
India, Extraordinary initiating sunset review of anti dumping duty impo^ 
on the subject goods originating in or exported from the subject country 
to determine whether withdrawal of anti dumping duties on subject goods 
from subject countries would result in continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and injury In accordance with the Customs Tariff Act and frie 
AD Rules, 

A. PROCEDURE 

3. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the 
investigation. 

li) The Authority forwarded copy of the said public notice to the known 
exporters, importers/users and to the applicants and gave them an 
opportunity to make their views known In writing within forty days from 
the date of the publication of initiation notification in accordance with the 
Rule 6(2): 

iii) According to sub-rule (3) of Rule 6 supra, the Authority provided a 
copy of the application to the known exporters/manufacturers from 
subject countries and Embassies of subject countries in India; 

iv) In response to the initiation notification none of the 
exporters/producers from subject countries with the exception of M/s 
Hualon Corporation, Malaysia and M/s Polysindo from Indonesia 
responded to the exporters questionnaire. Their information was 
subsequently verified by the Authority after conducting the on site 
verification at the premises of the cooperating exporters and a 
verification report was issued to the cooperating exporters for their 
comments. No comments were received within the stipulated date 
following the issuance of verification report from these two exporters. 

v) The Embassies of the subject countries were informed about the 
initiation of the investigation in accordance with Rule 6(2) with a request 
to advise the exporters/producers from their countries to respond to the 
questionnaire within the prescribed time. A copy of the letter, application 
and questionnaire was sent to the exporters was also sent to them; 

vi) A questionnaire was sent to the following known importers/user 
associations of the subject goods for necessary information in 
accordance with Rule 6(4): 


1. All India Texturisers Association, Mumbai 

2. South Gujarat Texturisers Welfare Association, Surat 

3. Suntex India 

4. Galaxy Textiles 

5. Harmony Yarns PVT. Ltd. 

6. AVM Exports 

7. Garg Tex-O-Fab Ltd. 
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8. Boghara Polyfab Private Ltd. 

9. Silvasaa Industries Ltd. ■ 

10. Beekaylon Synthetics Ltd. 

11. Alok Industies Ltd. ‘ 

12. Bajari Filaments P Ltd. 

13. SIdhvan Yarns Ltd. 

14. Crlmplon Yams 

15. Uni Tex Texurisers 

16. Unify Texturlsers 

17. Ghoomtex (India) Pvt Ltd. 

18. Mehratexindia P Ltd. ' ' 

19. SRV Polytex Pvt. Ltd. 

20. Synfab Sales and Industries Ltd- 

vii) In response to the above notification M/s All India Texturlsers’ 
Association, Mumbai and Federation of Indian Art Silk Weaving Industry 
(FIASWI) have filed their submissions. Their submissions have been 
taken into account and examined to the extent they have relevant to ttie 
anti dumping investigations. 

viii) A copy of the rton-confidential application was a)80 provided to other 

Interested parties, wherever requested. / 

ix) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file 
maintained by the Authority and kept open for inspection by the 
interested parties as per Rule 6(7). 

x) Cost investigations were conducted to work out optimum cost of 
production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the 
basis of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the 
information furnished by the applicant so as to ascertain if anti-dumping 
duty lower than the dumping margin would be sufficient to remove injury 
to the domestic industry. 

xi) A public hearing was held on 23"* August 2006 under the 
chairmanship of Designated Authority, which was attended by 
representatives of the Domestic Industry and other interested parties. 
However, during the process of the hearing, one interested party argued 
that they did not get the notice of the public hearing in time and hence 
they requested another public hearing. Following the request of the 
interested party, the Authority agreed for another hearing, which was 
held on 20^*' September 2006. The parties attending the public hearing 
were requested to file written submissions of views expressed orally. The 
Authority in this finding has considered the written submissions and 
rejoinders thus received from interested parties. 

xll) **** in this notification represents information furnished by an 
interested party on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority 
under the Rules on merits. In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules 
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supra, the essential facts/basis cbnside for these findings was 
disclosed to known Interested parties on 26'** April, 2007 and comments 
received on the same by various interested parties are duly considered 
in f^nal Findings. 

xiii); Investigation was carried out for the period starting from 1 April 2004 
to $0th June 2005 (15 months) i.e. the period of investigation (POI): The 
examination of trends in the context of Injury analysis covered the period 
2001-02, 2002-03, 2003-04 and the POI. 

B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION, LIKE ARTICLE AND 
DOMESTIC INDUSTRY: 

B1: PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

4 . The product under consideration in the presenjt application is 
Partially Oriented Yarn generally known as POY. It falls under the 
Custom Tariff Heading 5402 ( with customs subheading now as 5402 
4600 ). However, the Customs classification is indicative only and is in 
no way binding on the scope of the present investigation. It is a yarn of 
po^ester and Is an intermediate, which is subject to further processing, 
for example, texturing or draw twisting, to make it suitable for weaving or 
kn'Ming into fabrics. It has been contended by the importers and users 
that the applicant has not specified the denier for which t^e anti-dumping 
duty is sought as the same are produced in a wide range. It has also 
been argued that the subject goods are manufactured from various 
processes and raw material and the subject goods should be classified 
as per the source raw material. 

^ i ■ ■ 

5. iOn the other hand, it has been claimed by the applicants that the 
subject goods specified in the application cover all typ^s of denier arid 
there is no need that the denier of the subject goods is to be specified in 
the application. They have therefore contended that the submission of 
the importers and the users is baseless and devoid of any merit. 

f ( 

6. The issue raised by various interested parties have been examined 
and after examination, it is noted thiat the application by the domestic 
industry has been made covering all deniers. Further,j the Oesigriated 
Authority has also carried out the analysis considering the entire product 
under consideration. Therefore, the Authority does not find any merit in 
the argument of the importers for examining any particular denier of the 
product under consideration. With regards to the submissions of the 
interested parties that Teflon treated polyester yarns and polyester nano 
technology yarns are not produced by the petitioners and hence should 
be taken outside the scope of the product under consideration, it is noteci 
by Authority that noted that these yarns are not covered under the scope 
off POY as these products have been further processed. Further, it is also 
noted that there have been no submissions by the exporters from subject 
country with regards to the various, grades and types/deniers of the 
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product under consideration exported by them to tndla and that sold in 
the exporting cpuntry except M/s Hualon and M/s Polysindol Out of the 
two cooperating exporters, M/s Hualon Corporation has also not argaett; 
Further, none of the importers have submitted any information along with 
the evidence to the Authority or requested the Authority for dei^ wise 
examination of the product under consideration. Th^ AtrtHbrlty ftas 
considered the views expressed on the issue aiwl holds th^ai the fjroduct 
under consideration does not suffer from any infirmity as claimed by the 
importers/users. Thus, the product under consideration as defined in the 
original investigations and as mentionedJn the preced^g pSiagiaph is^ 
confirmed in the final findings. ^ * 


B2: LIKE ARTICLE 

7. Rule 2(d) of AD Rules defines Like Article as 

“an article which is identical or alike in all respects t& the article uhddr 
investigation for being dumped in India or in the absence of sdcfr er^dle, 
another article which although not alike in all respects, has 
characteristics closely resembling those of the articles under 
investigation.” 

The applicants have claimed that the subject goods, which are being 
dumped into India, are identical to the goods produced by the domestic 
industry. There are no differences either in the technical speOihcaliOris, 
quality, functions or end-uses of the dumped iniports and- the 
domestically produced subject good. The Authof% nOt^ that neithi^ the 
exporters nor the interested parties have disputed the fact that there is 
any difference in the dumped goods and the product under consideration 
manufactured by the dohnieptic industry. The AulhOnty observes that the 
imported goods are used by the user industry ihterimingeabiy vj^ me 
goods produced by the domestic industry. The subject goods 
by the domestic industry and produced by the subject countries being 
technically and commercially substitutable, are ^ItKe ameleS' under 
Anti Dumping Rules. Therefore, for the purpose of the present 
investigation, the subject goods produced by the applicants in India are 
being treated as ‘Like Articles’ to the subject goods being imported from 
the sut^ect country. .-3 
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alleged dumped article or are themselves importers thereof in which 
case such producers shall be deemed not to form part of domestic 
industry: 

It i$ noted that the application has been filed by M/s Association of. 
Syhthetic Fibre Industry, New Delhi on behalf of domestic industry 
comprising of the following producers of subject goods in India: 

I. Arfees Industries Ltd. 

II. Apollo Fibres Ltd. 

ill. Central India Polyesters Ltd. 

IV. Century Enka Ltd. 

V. Filatex Industries Ltd. 

VI. Garden Silk Mills Ltd. 

VII. Indo Rama Synthetics (India) Ltd 

VIII. JBF Ltd. 

IX. Modern Petrofils Ltd. 

X. Nakoda Textiles Industries Ltd. 

XI. Recron Synthetics Limited 

XII. Welspun Syntex Ltd. 

9. The Authority notes that the application has also been supported by 
the following producers: 

a. Reliance industries Ltd. 

b. Sanghi Polyesters Ltd. 

c. ivJoya Petrochemicals Ltd 

d. (jsokulanand Petrofibres 

e. Rajvl Petrochem (P) Ltd. 

10. < From the examination of the information submitted by the applicants, 
it Is noted that the collective production of the aforesaid producers 
constitutes a major proportion of the total domestic production of the like 
article and therefore they represented the domestic industry within the 
meaning of Rule 2(b) of the Rules supra. 


B4: PERIOD OF INVESTIGATION 


11. Various interested parties have also stated that the POI should be 
taken as 12 months i.e. 2004-05 and not 15 months as taken by the 
Authority in this investigation. The issue has been examined and it is 
considered that it is the established practice of this Directorate to 
consider the period of investigation as latest as possible (to the date of 
initiation) and that the gap between the last day of the period of 
investigation and the date of initiation should not be more than 6 months. 
It is noted by the Authority that had the period of investigation been taken 
as 1 2004-05, the gap between the period of investigation and the date of 
initiation would have been more than 6 months and not in conformity with 
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the policy. Thus, the Authorit/s d^sion ‘P 

ease is tome out of the practice of the Authority to keep «• 

to the initiation as possible and in any case nrt later th an 6 rryff ts from 

the date of POI and also taking into account easier availability of 

Libation of the domeSticJndustry In the form 

vear It was also noted th^ thef^ are « tofge number of the dornestic 

industries in this investigation and takifif S 

months financial year data would have created difficulties for the 
Authority as well as to the domestic industry. 

C CONTINUATION OF DUMPING FROM SUBJECT COUNTRIES- 
DETEI^iyiiNATi5N 01= DUMPING MARGIN 

Cl ; NORMAL VALUE FOR CHlNESe TAIPEI AND THAILAND 

12 There was no cooperation from any of the products 
countrito. A few 

^r.he Arttl Dumping, if the infomteBon is "O* *^11^ 

SLin a® stipulated fime, •h®/uthortto to 

to^ toe kiitlatlon of-the investigation to the 
S^^i™ K the repeated remainders, res^ to ^ 

r a^r’in^T^ 

^ ^t.;^ 

renard to these two subject countries, the Authority has 
SS^mi^S 3lSu2^ M^ct goods in Thailand and Chin^ 

Taipei considering constructed cost Lbi^ 

aerwal and administrative overheads and reasonable profit for su^e 
countries The constructed normal values for all producers and exporters 
^"t^la^iSSned as US $ -/MT white that of Chinese Taipei 

Is US $ ****/MT. 

C2: EXPORT PRICE FOR CHINESE TAIPEI AND THAILAND 

1-^ In the aoDlication submitted for initiation of investigation the 

Applicant had worked out export price based 

The Authority examined the import data from OGC[&S J* 

that the volume and value of the imports of subject g^s reflect^ 

under Custom Tariff Heading 5402.42, which is a dedicated ^e for the 

orodud under consideration. Further, during the public 

submissions made by the various interested parties, it ^ 

that the while determining the volume and value of Import, the Authority 
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had taken 'nto account many transactions relating to the imports of yams 
other than.POY. After the public hearing, the Authority reexamined the 
transactiori wise information pertaining to import of product under 
consideration from subject countries and it was found that though the 
classification is a dedicated code for the product under 
consideration, it did have some transactions of spin drawn^yarn and fully 
drawn yam and others. After the examination, the A^orily has 
reworked the volume and value of imports of subject goods from Object 
countries anci following the reexamination, the GIF export price for all 
producers and exporters from Thailand as per the DGCI&S transaction 
wise iniport data was determined as US $ ***VMT. After considerinq 

finsurance, commission, ocean 
lus $ — n^r expenses, the net export price comes to 

(Ut> $ per MT). With regards to imports from Chinese Taipei the GIF 

°nrr‘t?Q T exporters from Chinese Taipei as per 

transaction wise import data was determined as US $ 
/MT. After considering price adjustments on account of marine 
insurance, commission, ocean freight, bank charges & port expenses 
the net export price comes to (US $ **** per MT). 


C3: DUMPING MARGIN FOR CHINESE TAIPEI AND THAILAND 


wL? ? * ?u*^® constructed normal value and the net export price 
determined at the ex factory level, as detailed above, dumping mS 
hap been determined, which comes to (US $ **** per MT) for^all 
producers and exporters from Thailand and which works out as 13 75% 
of pet export pri^. The dumping margin for all producers and 
exporters for Chinese Taipei using the same methodology as In the 

net «p<S 


C4- NORMAL VALUE FOR POLYSINDO, INDONESIA 


15.. M/s f^lysindo produces the following five products; POY of different 
rh?rf Yarn (DTY), Fully Oriented Yarn {f 6Y), and Fibre 

at w V * ® the production of four of the five major products takes plar^ 

^ place at anotht lSt? 

' r ^ ^ recalled that M/s Polysindo had - 

questionnaire stating the denier filaments 

dnmnin"^ the Authority to determine th^ 

dumping margin as per the PCN (product control numbert It^ IZ, 
submitted thatfli^did not have any export sates lo toadtingX poi 
only one type of subject goods in the n inhJ 
the «aminatipn,of the exporters quesH^ate « las IS. 
(Werpiined tW wbeth^r the total dlestic sates “Z ^ubieToo^i 
with regard tb,,^ir PCN (Product control nonSiSS 
«^o^'‘'=ers/exP9rter8^ j,n .«|e ^Su 
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compared to their total sales of the subject goods ( for the same PCN) 
concerned sold in the exporting country. Thereafter, it was examined 
whether their sales (PCN wise) are under ordinary course of trade in 
terms of Rule 2 of the annexure I to the anti dumping rules The 
exporters have provid^ transaction wise details of sales made in home 
market. The information has been relied upon to determine separate 
weighted average selling price for each type of subject goods 
considering denier and category, of the subject ^oods sold in the home 
market. In case sales volume in the domestic market of a particular type 
of subject goods ( in this case, only one type) is more than 5% of 
exports to all countries of the world , the domestic price has been 
considered. The rost of production claimed by the exporters have been 
admitted after suitable modification (during the verillcation tour). It may 
be added that separate costs of manufacturing of the subject goods 
solely in terrns of the above type were accepted by the Authority after 
suitable modifications ( a copy of the confidential copy of the verification 
report detailing the factual elements of the normal value were disclosed 

to the exporter and no comments have since been made by the 
exporter). 


16. For the determination of the ordinary course of trade test, the cost of 
production of the product concerned was examined with reference to the > 
records maintained by the producer. Further, all domestic sales 
transactions were examined with reference to the cost of production of 
the subject goods to determine whether the domestic sales were In the 
ordinary course of trade or not. Thus only the profitable transactions ' 
have been takeri into consideration for the determination of normal value - 
for the cooperating exporter where sales below costs exceed 20%. The 
net ex-factory domestic selling price was US $ **** per kg. 


C5: EXPORT PRICE FOR POLYSINDO, INDONESIA 


17. There were no exports to India during POL In the absence of iths 
export sales to India, the Authority determined the export price •■of > the - ' 
subject goods to other countries for the purpose of determining ths 
likelihood of dumping (likely dumping margin). It was noted that Wlfs 
Polysindo reported **** transactions in Appendix 3C for the export to 
other countries. From Invoice price, various expenses incurred by 
Polysindo were deducted to arrive at the Ex factory selling price. The 
adjustments claimed include commission, inland insurance, inland 
freight, ocean freight, ocean insurance and bank charges/interest. After 
verification of all the adjustments, ex factory net export price was 
determined as US $ ****/per kg. ^ 

In the comments to* disclosure statement, the exporter stated that the 
adoption of weighted average export price of all the exports made by 
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Polysindo during PO! to countries other than appear to 

reflect the market reality that had prevailed in India. In their ppinipn the 
Authority should have considered their export price to Argentina, as the 
economic developfrierit jn Argentina is comparable to that of India. The 
dumping margin in this case WPUld he negative and there would be no 
likelihood of recurrence of dumping if pleasures are repealed for this 
exporter. 

The Authority notes that the exporter has not cited any reasons or 
authority of law as to why a particular country is to be adopted for the 
purpose of determination of export price in the absence of exports by the 
exporter during the POI. The expoilef has also not provided any details 
or evidence regarding the market conditions or prevailing in Argentina or 
any other reason to justify their claim. Only a bare statement has been 
made that the level of economic development of Argentina and India aro 
similar. In the abspnce of any supportive data or legal provisions, the 
Authority does not find it ^propriate to take export price of any particular 
country. 

C6: DUMPING MARGIN FOR POLYSINDO, INDONESIA 

18. For the purpose of a fair comparison between normal value and the 
export price, the Authority has determined both the normal value and 
export price at ex-factory level. Ppth the normal value and export price 
pertains to the same period. Both the prices are free of taxes. Thus, the 
Authority considers that the comparison made constitutes a fair 
comparison. Considering the normal value and the net export price 
determined as detailed above, dumping margin has been determined, 
which comes to (US $ **** per MT) which works out as 8.77% of net 
export price. 


C7: DUMPING MARGIN FOR OTHER EXPORTERS FROM 
INDONESIA 

19. The weighted average export price has been determined by taking 
the lowest price of the subject goods of the cooperating exporter. The 
weighted average normal value determined for the subject country has 
been compared with the net export prices determined for the non¬ 
cooperating exporters from the subject country to arrive at the dumping 
margin for non-cooperating exporters, which works out after adjustments 
as US$****/MT or 12.12%. 
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C8: NORMAL VALUE FOR M/S HUALON CORPORATION, 
MALAYSIA 

20. M/s. Hualon Coq^ofat^ has its factory at Nilat Kuala Lumpur where 
it manufactures range of products including the product under 
considersrlien. the products manufactured by M/s. Hualon are derived 
from direct spinning process (taking PTA plus MEG as a feedstock and 
then converting it to Polymer and thereafter to subject goods directly) 
and also from chips spinning process (taking the same feedstock and 
converting it to polymer and then to chips and thereafter the subject 
goods). It was also seeri that the company manufactures product in the 
different deniers, filament, cross section, luster, color'and grades and 
these Qpuld be mrther separated into fully drawn yam, POY and other 
man-made filament yams. The production of subject goods is carried out 
at the facility called Nilai near Kuala Lumpur. It was rioted that the M/s 
Hualon had a domestic sales in sufficient quantities as compared to the 
export sales to India hence the domestic sdes as given in the appendix 
1 was accepted for verification as it fell within the purview of sufficient 
domestic sales as defin^ in the footnote to Article 2 of the Agreement 
on Antidumping. Further, it was verified from the records that they have 
made 24 transactions in the domestic market and there is no 
adjustments claimed by Hualon in the form of discounts or credit in their 
domestic sales for arriving at the ex factory price for sales made in the 
domestic market. 


21. it may also be noted that the exporter had not given separate 
cost of production with regard to different grades produced by it nor it 
had claimed determination of dumping margin based on different grades 
produced by it which are sold in the domestic market and also exported 
to India and ottter countries. Based on this information, the net ex-factory 
domestic selling pfioe as mentioned above pertains to all the grades of 
the POY manufectured by the exporter. The information pertaining to 
domestic sales was thus fully verified and the net domestic selling price 
was de^rmined as US $ ***VKg. 

C9: EXPORT PRICE FOR M/S HUALON CORPORATION. MALAYSIA 

22. After verifying the records, it was determined that the firm had 
exported **** MTs of subject goods during the period of investigation at a 
gross invoice value of US $ ***"'. From Invoice price, various expenses 
incurred by M/s Hualon were deducted to arrive at the Ex Victory selling 
price. The adjustments claimed include commission, inland insurance, 
inland freight, ocean freight, ocean insurance and bank charges/interest. 
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After verification of all the adjustments, ex factory net export price was 
determined as US $ **** per kg. ^ 


CIO: DUMPING MARGIN FOR M/S HUALON CORPORATION, 


23^ For the purpose of a fair comparison between nomrial value and the 
export price, the Authority has determined both the normal value and 
export price at ex>factory level. Both the normal value and export price 
pertains to the same period. Both the prices are free of taxes. Thus, the 
Authority considers that the comparison made constitutes a fair 
wiinpanson. Considering the normal value and the net export price 
detemined as detailed above, dumping margin has bden determined 

which comes to (US $ *’“*per MT) which works out as 5.88% of net 
export price. 


C1I: DUMPING MARGIN FOR NON COOPERATING 
FROM MALAYSIA 


EXPORTERS 


prices for the other non-cooperative exporters from the 
subject wuntry has been determined based on the lowest transaction 
pr^s of ^e cooperating exporter. The weighted average normal value 
determine for the subject country has been compared with the net 
determined for the non-cooperating exporters from the 
subjed country to arrive at the dumping margin for non-cooperating 
exporters, which works out after adjustments as US$ ****/MT or 16.10%. 



Normal 

value 

Net 

Export 

Price 

DM 

DM% 

M/s Hualon 

★*** 


itikitft 

5.88 

M/s Poivsindo 

**** 

**** 


8.77 

Other Exporters Malaysia 

**★* 



16.10 

Other Exporters Indonesia 


itikiift 


12.12 

All Exporters Chinese Taipei 

**** 



49.71 

All Exporters Thailand 

***★ 



13.75 
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D. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

25. As per annexure-ll (iii), in cases vvhere imports of a product from 
more than one country are beingi simultaneously subjected to Anti¬ 
dumping investigation, the Authority is required to cumulatively assess 
effect of such imports, only when it determines that (a) themai^n of 
dumping established in relation to Imports from each country is more 
than 2% expressed as percentage of export price and the volume of ttie 
imports from each country is 3% of the imports of like article and (b) 
cumulative assessment of the effect of imp^ is appropriate in light of 
the conditions of competition between the jmportedi article and the like 
domestic article. 


26. The Authority notes that the margin of dumping in respect of each of 

thd subject country is more than 2% and the volijiioe of iinporte from 
each country is also more than 3%. . 

27. As far as the conditions of competition between imported 
products and the conditions of competition betwi^en tiie imported 
producte and the Hke domestic product, the Authority ndtes that: 

(i) The subject goods have been imported from the subject countries under 
the same tariff'classifications; 

(ii) The imported subject goods are commercial and technical substitutes of 
the domestically produced POY 

(ii) The subject goods have been Imported by the end users 

and other importers and the goods have entered the commerce of the 
country through similar channels; 

28. Therefore, the Authority is of the view that the exports made 
from the subject countries compete in the same market, as these are 
similar products. 

29. In view of the above, the Authority holds that it is appropriate to 

cumulatively assess the effect of dumped imports of the subj^ goods 
fr(;^,^rPMtsoct;i 5 Quntrfe 8 ron the dorn^ produced Rke article in 
the light of <^li^ittonSc>cd[:’Qc>mpe|jtion be^^ imported products and 
the - lil^; dornest^^ fof UhO' ^jlrUhlidie of and 

causal jittl^ analyais^iiad discussed abovei, thd ddrrip^^ the 

subject coisitries; have; hean curnulatod Idr exaifrtoittofr^^ and 

price effects of dwrnped imports! the subtoot 

countries on toe doniestic to aricf ite and 

profitability to examine the existence of injury 
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the dumping and Injury. If any. The Rules provide for ex^Mion of the 
Impact of dumped Imports on the domestic on the basis of 

evaluation of all relevant economic facteri dhd indices having bearing on 
the state of domestic industry. For the purpose of this examination, the 
applicants constitute the domestic industry within the meaning of the 
term as defined under Rule 2(b) of the Rules. 


30. The domestic Industry have submitted that share of imports from 
China has increased manifold not only in relation to total imports but also 
im comparison to total demand and total production during the period of 
Investigation as compared to the base year April 01-March 02. It was 
submitted that the dumped imports from subject countries have affeoted 
the domestic prices and the price undercutting and underselllfig is 
significant during die period of investigation. The domeiMtc 

alleged that the market share, capacity utilization, profltabiilt^, fStum on 
investment, cash flow, growth etc. have dedi^ Over the injury 
investigation period. The sales of the domestie industry have increased, 
however the increase in sales is less than the Increase In demand. 
Further, the domestic industry had alleged that the margin of dumping 
from subject countries is also significant during the period of 
investigation, which shov/s the difficulties being fsoed by the domestic. 
Industry in disposing of the subject goods. 

31. On the other hand, the importers and the user associations submitted 
that the prices of POY have also come down for other countries and the 
dernand for POY is high right from the year 2001-02 as compared to 
indigenous production and the indigenous industry has tremendously 
benefited by creating shortage. It has also been submitted that the 
decline in market share of the domestic industry is insignificant and salsi 
volume of the domestic industry has increased as a result of infrrrtiSfl Ift 
demand. Further, it was also submitted that there Is no injUfy With 
respect to employment and wages and as per the balance sheets of the 
domestic producers, they are not making losses and most of the 
companies are profit-making concerns. 

32. The importers and user associations have also submitted that -the 
inventories of the petitioners during the period of investigation were in 
fact Iwer than from the previous years. Further, the prices of raw 
material are low and POY prices are high in India as compared to subject 
countries where raw material prices are high and POY prices are low. It 
was also hejd that almost all the companies are increasing their 
capacities which indicates that the import of POY has not affected the 
indigenous industry at all. 
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In the comments to disclosure statement, M/s All India Texturisers 
Association has stated that the volume of Imports have come down in 
POI as a share of total imports and also as share of total domestic 
production. Price undercutting analysis Is to be made with respect to 
price of domestic integrated units. Increase in selling price Is mote than 
the Increase In landed values. 

The Authority notes that the decline In imports or negl^ible iropoits or 
the Improvement in any particular injury factor tn case of sunset review is 
not per se relevant as the analysis of injury is to be seen with reference 
to level of duties already in existence. It Is also noted that the In case of 
sunset review investigation, the thrust is mainly on the analysis of 
likelihood of continuance or recurrence of Injury to the domestic Industry. 

EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

33. Article 3.1 of the ADA and Annexure II of the AD Rules provide for an 
objective examination of both, (a) the volume of dumped imports and the 
effect of the dumped imports on prices, in the domestic market, for the 
like products; and (b) the consequent impact of these imports on 
domestic producers of such products, The authority is required to 
examine whether there has been a significant increase in imports, either 
in absolute term or relative to production or consumption in the Importing 
member. With regard to the price effect of the clumped imports, the 
Authority is required to examine whether there has been significant price 
undercutting by ttie dumped imports as compared to the price of the like 
product in the importing country, or whether the effect of such imporl^ is 
otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree, or prevent price 
increase, which would have othenvise occurred to a significant degree. 

34. The Authority has taken note of the arguments of the Interested 
parties on injury examination aspect and addressed the issues raised at 
appropriate places in this final findings statement to the extent these 
arguments are considered relevant to the investigations. The Authority 
has examined the injury parameters objectively taking into account the 
facts before It and the arguments of the interested parties. 

35. The Auffiority also notes that the Hon’ble Supreme Court, In the 
ReliOTce Industries Vs Designated Authority held that the Authority is 
required to carry out the determination of the ir^ury and NIP for the 
‘domestic industry as whole' and not in respect of any particular 
company or enterprise. Therefore, in compliance wiith the al^ve orders, 
the Authority called for cost and injury information from all the other 
known domestic producers. However, these producers have declined to 
provide any information on the above subject on the basis of their 
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interpretation of the said judgment. It has been argued by the other 
known producer that the said judgment of the Hon’ble Court does not 
require inclusion of all domestic producers in the NIP and injury 
determination. Further, the other domestic producer has argued th£rt the 
Designated Authority is interpreting the words “domestic industry as a 
whole” used by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in its judgment to mean the 
“domestic producers as a whole”. In this connection, it has been 
submitted that the Hon’ble Court in that judgment has held that the injury 
as well as NIP has to be determined for the “domestic industry as a 
whole” and not in respect of any particular company or enterprise. In the 
'Same paragraph, the Hon’ble Supreme Court refers to the definition of 
domestic industry under Rule 2(b). Throughout the discussions, the 
Supreme Court has used the words “domestic industry as a whole” and 
not “domestic producers as a whole”. Further, at no stage has the 
Supreme Court held that the term “domestic industry” has to be 
interpreted in any manner different from the definition provided in Rule 
2(b). On the other hand, as stated earlier, the Court has clearly referred 
to the definition of “domestic industry” in the same paragraph. 

36. The Authority notes that the above interpretation of the Judgment of 
the Hon’ble Court may not be Th conforrhity with the said judgment as the 
review application filed by the Authority has been dismissed by the 
Hon’ble Court. Therefore, the Authority has proceeded with the 
determination of the injury and NIP for the domestic Industry as a whole 
to include all domestic producers of the subject goods to the extent the 
same was reasonably available. It is noted that there are a number of 
other very small domestic producers apart from M/s Reliance Industries 
ltd. who is one of the major producer of the subject goods in India having 
a share of approximately 33% in the total domestic production. The 
Authority has examined the cost and injury information of the major 
producer M/s Reliance Industries Ltd. from its Cost Audit Reports as 
available with the Cost Audit Branch of the Ministry pf Company Affaiia. 
For the other very small domestic producers, the cost and injury 
information is not available in the form of Cost Audit Reports or in any 
other form. It is also noted that these other very small producers 
collectively accounts for a share of 14% in the total domestic production. 
Therefore, the impact of these very small producers would not be 
significant. Accordingly, the injury examination has been carried out 
taking into account the information in respect of 11 known producers of 
^e subject goods accounting for about 86% of the total domestic 
production in India It is also noted that with respect to each of injury 
parameters ‘domestic industry as a whole' includes the information of M/s 
Reliance industries Ltd. (with a total share of 86% which includes NVs RIL 
Share of 33%) but not of all the producers in India. iThe term ‘domestic 
industry* includes only the applicant producers (having a share of 52%). 
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The injury analysis for all the injury parameters for the domestlo industry 
as a whole could not be made as the requisite information for some of ttie 
injury parameters was not available with the Authority, which has been 
clearly indicated while making the Injury analysis for each factor in the 
following paragraphs. 

37. An analysis of the injury parameters as erivisaged under the Rules 
has been carried out in the following paragraphs: 

Volume of Imports 

i) The Authority has examined the volume of imports from the subject 
country on the basis of the imports of subject goods as reflected by the 
official statistics published by the DGCI&S. As already mentioned earlier, 
the Authority has reexamined the transaction wise analysis of the imports 
of subject goods from subject countries and on the basis of 
reexamination, the figures of the volume and value of imports of subject 
goods have been revised. It is observed that that the share of subject 
country in total imports has decreased to 11% (during the POI) of the 
imports made in the base year. 



April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 to 
March 03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

mmggmm 

Imports from 

Subject 

Countries 

(MT) 

33256 

41046 

15891 

3856 

Imports from 
Other Country- 
Attracting ADD 

1461 

1455 

8693 

32132 

Imports from 
Other 
Remaining 
Countries 

4797 

2886 

2253 

1413 

HQini 

39514 

45387 

26837 

37401 



April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 to 
March 03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

imports from 
Subject 
Countries 

too 

123.43 

47.78 

11.59 
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(MT) 





Imports from 
Other 
Country- 
Attracting 
ADD 

100 

99.59 

■ 

2199.32 

Imports from 
Other 
Remaining 
Countries ' 

100 

60.17 

46.97 

29.46 

Total Imports 

_(MI) 

100 

114.86 

67.92 

94.65 


Market share of Imports from subject country in the total imports and 
demand 

ii) The Authority finds that the imports from subject countries in 
comparison to total demand in India have decreased to a level of .50% 
from a level of over 5% during the base year. The trend in percentage 
increase from year to year is shown in the table below. In the total 
imports, it has declined to 10% during the POI from a high of 84% during 
the base year. 


Total Demand 





April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 
to March 
04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Total Demand'(MT) 

646810 

683470 

708597 

766477 

Trend 

100 

106 

110 

119 


Share of Imports 



April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Imports from Subject 
Countries (MT) 





Indonesia 

13421 

24075 

2812 

228 

Malaysia 



■lUWfl 

821 

Chinese Taipei 




691 


























[HR I—^r«5 1] 


%m H5l TRRH : araiHRH 


Thailand 


Total Subject Countries 


Innports from Other 
Country-Attracting ADD 
Imports from Other 
Remaining Countries 


Total Imports (M 


Total Domestic Sales 


Total Demand (MT 


% Share of Imports 
from Subject 
Countries: 


Total Imports 


Total Demand (M 


% Share of Imports 
from Other Country- 
Attracting ADD 


Total Imports 


Total Demand 


% Share of Imports 
from Other Remaining 
Countries in: 


Total Imports_ 


Total Demand (MT) 1 



12.14% 


0.74% 


0,42% 


8.40% 


0.32% 


Imports from subject country as % of d omestic production. 

iii) The Authority notes that dumped imports fropn subject countries as 
percentage of domestic production of the domestic producers have 
declined from a level of 4.24% in the year 2001-02 to 0.41% during thS’ 
period of investigation. 


Share of Imports 



April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

(AnnumliMd) 

Imports from Subject Countri^ 
(MT) 


Indonesia 

13421 

24075 

2812 

228 
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Malaysia_ 

4456 

3220 

4922 

• 821 

_Chinese Taipei_ 


9719 

5261 

691 

Thailand 

iKnn 



2116 

Total Subject Countries 

33256 

41046 

15891 

3856 

Imports from Other Country- 
Attracting ADD 

1461 

1455 

8693 

32132 

Imports from Other Remianing 
Countries 


2886 

2253 

1413 

Total Imports (MT) 

39514 

45387 

26837 

37401 

Total Domestic Sales 

607296 

638083 

681760 

729076 

Total Demand (MT) 




766477 

Tot^l Domestic Production 

784460 

840065 

900245 

936775 

% Share of Imports from 
Subject Countries; 





Total Domestic Production 

4.24% 

4.89% 

1.77% 

0.41% 

% ^hare of imports from 
Ottier Countiy-Attracting 
ADD 





Tot^l Domestic Production 

0.19% 

0.17% 

0.97% 

3.43% * 

% Share of Imports from 
Other Remaining Countries 
in: 

t 




Total Domestic Production 

0.61% 

0.34% 

0.25% 

0.15% 



Effect Qf Du mped Imp orts on prices in the domestic mark«>t fnr |jke 
products: ^ ^ - 

Price Undercutting 


iy) With regard to the effect of the dumped imports on domestic prices, it 
has been examined whether there has been a significant price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the 
like prodfjct in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to 
duress prices to a significant degree or prevent price Increases which 
othervMse^ would have occurred, to a significant degree. A comparison for 
product concerned was made between the landed value of exported 
product and the average selling price of the domestic industry for 
domestic market net of all rebates and taxes for sates made to unrelated 
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customers, at the same level of trade. The prices of tfie domestic 
industry were determined at the ex factory level. The GIF prices of the 
subject country concerned were adjusted for post importation a^^ltCflble 
duties. This comparison showed that during the period of invesHgation, 
the subject goods originating in subject country was sold in ^ Ihdian 
market at prices*whlch undercut the domestic mdustry’s f«rices when 
expressed as a percentage of the domestic selling prices of ^ domestic 
industry as is evident from the table below. 

In order to assess the effect of imports on the domestb market an 
analysis of import prices over the injury period was made It was noted 
that the exporters from subject countries have decreas^tthair pri^ and 
the landed value has increased by 16% while the domestic se^g prices 
have also increased during this period by 30%. Thus, tl^ price 
undercutting has significantly irtcreased during' the injury p^^^ and 
remains significant during the POI with the exception of TtoBariid, which 
shows negative price undercutting. 


Price 

Undercuttino 


April Otto 
March 02 

April 02 to 
March 03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

[UMiiimi 

Selling Price Rs. 

/ MT-Domestic 
Industry as a 
Whole 





Indexed 

100 

112 

120 

130 

Landed Value 
RS./MT 


Indonesia 

46829 

61182 

62986 



71756 

74040 

61709 

63434 


61116 

59t30 


54905 

Thailand 

62111 


62254 

■EEESil 

Subject 

Countries 

56937 

61525 

59962 

66317 

Indexed 

100 

108 

105 

116 

Price 

Undercutting 

R8./MT 


Indonesia 


**** 


**** 


mtitlr 



**** 



**** 


**** ^ ^ 

Thailand 

**** 





**** 


w*** 

***«• 
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Countries 





Price 

Undercutting 
_ (%) 





Indonesia 

**** 


**** 

**** 


**** 


itimr* 

**** 

Chinese Taipei 



**** 

**** 

Thailand 



**** 

**** 

Subject 

Countries 



***** 

**** 

Price 

Undercutting 
(% )-Range 





Indonesia 

17% to 1% 

-8 to 5% 

1%to8% 

8% to 20% 


-50% to-15% 

-40 to-10% 

1%to11% 

5% to 14% 

Chinese Taipei 

-25% to -5% 

-10to1% 

8% to 20% 

15% to 28% 

Thailand 

-26% to-6% 

-12to1% 

1%to10% 

r^% tP 5% 

Subject 

Countries 

-12% to 1% 

-8 to 5% 

1%to15% 

4% to 16% 


M/s All India Texturisers Association has also stated by 
quoting the decision of the CESTAT in Appeal No. C-848- 
849/05-AD dated 3"^ August 2006 that the issue of price 
undercutting causing injury would be meaningless in case 
volume of dumped imports is insignificant in its comparison 
with the domestic production and domestic consumption. 

The Authority notes that the abovementioned decision by the 
Hon’ble CESTAT in Forum of Acrylic Fibre Manufacturers Vs. 
Designated Authority 2006 (202) ELT 257 has been rendered in the 
case of mid-term review investigation. It is however noted that in a 
sunset review investigation, the continuance or recurrence of injury 
has to be ‘likely’ and the injury analysis has to focus on the future or 
likelihood situation of the domestic industry in terms of continuance 
or recurrence of injury if duties are allowed to expire. 


Price depression and Suppression 

v) There has been no decline in the selling price of the domestic industry 
during the injury period. Therefore no price depression has been caused 
to the domestic industry. However, It is seen that the landed price from 
subject countries have not increased in the same proportion as 
compared to the cost of production of the subject goods of the domestic 








































industnf implying that the “omeitfe imlurty )«J 

Lppt^ionOT atcourt of dumped imports from subiect eountnee. 



April 01 to i 
March 02 

3SZSB3I 

Llfflil'fl! 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Cost of Production Rs.' 
/ MT-Domestic Industry 
as a Whole 


r*** ^ 

me 

104 

132 

Indexed 

Increase Year to Year 

100 

lUO 

k*** 


Indexed 


100 _ 

-58 

591 

Selling Price Rs. / WTT- 
Domestic Industry as a 
Whole 

***A 

***♦ 

*«** 


Indexed 

100 

112 

120 

130 

Increase Year to Year 


**** 

«***' 


Indexed 


100 

7 70 

112 

Landed Value from 
Subject Countries Rs. / 
MT 





Indonesia 


61182 

62986 









\msEm 

55451 



62111 

59356 

62254 

71dW) 

Total Sutxect Countries 

56937 

61525 

59962 

66317 

Indexed 

100 

108 

105 

116 


Price underselling 


Vi) The Authority has also examined the claim of the 

dLestic induSy is suffering on account of 

the sale of subject goods. The Authority notes tha 

an important indicator to make an assessment ™ 

Authority has worked out the Non-injurious pric» P^®2“^ V™ 

consideration and compared the same with the landed yali^ 

the extent of price underselling. The analysis shows a '®^®‘ ^ 

incidence of price underselling causing injury to the domestic industry 

from the dumped imports from subject country. 
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Price Undersellina 


POI 

(Annualised) 

Non Injurious Price Rs. / MT 


Landed Value Rs. / MT 


Indonesia 

59588 

Malaysia 

63434 

Chinese Taipei 

54905 

Thailand 

71886 

Subject Countries 

66317 



Price Underselling Rs. / MT 


Indonesia 


Malaysia 


Chinese Taipei 


Thailand 

**** 

Subject Countries 


Price Underselling (%) 


Indonesia 

**** 

Malaysia 

*4*it 

Chinese Taipei 


Thailand 


Subject Countries 


Price Underselling {%)-Range 


Indonesia 

12% to 30% 

Malaysia 

15% to 28% 

Chinese Taipei 

20% to 39% 

Thailand 

3% to 12% 

Subject Countries 

8% to 22% 


Situation of the Domestic Industry 


viO For the examination of the impact of the imports on the domestic 
industry in India, the Authority considered such indices having a bearing 
on the state of the industry as production, capacity utilisation, sales 
quantum, stock, profitability, net sales realisation, thie magnitude and 
margin of dumping, etc. in accordance with Annexure 11 (iv) of the Rules 
supra. In line with the Supreme Court Judgment, Ihe Authority has 
proceeded with the determination of the injury and NIP for the dome^ic 
industry as a whole to include all domestic producers of the subject 
goods to the extent the same was relevant and reasonably available It 
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is noted that there are a number of other veiy small domestic producers 
apart from M/s Reliance Industries Ltd. who is one of the major producer 
of the subject goods in India having a share of approximately 33% in the 
total domestic producSon. The Authority has examined the cost and 
injury information of the major producer M/s Reliance Industries Ltd. from 
its Cost Audit Reports as available with-the Cost Audit Branch of the 
Ministry of Company Affairs. For the other' very small domestic 
producers; the cost and injury information is not available in the fohn of 
Cost Audit Reports or in any other form. It is also noted ttiat these other 
very smaM producers collectively accounts for a share of 14% In the total 
domestic production. Therefore, the impact of these very small producers 
would not be significant /Accordingly, the injury examination has been 
carried out taidng Into account the information In respect of 11 known 
producers of the subjed goods accounting for about 86% of the total 
domestic production in India. It is also noted that with respect to each of 
injury parameters ‘domestic industry as a whole’ includes the information 
of M/s Reliance industries Ltd. but not of all the producers in India. The 
term ‘domestic Industiy includes only the applicant producers. The irijury 
analysis for all the Injury parameters for the domestic kidustry as a whole 
could not be made as the requisite information for some of the Injury 
parameters was not available with the Authority, which has been clearly 
Indicated while making the injury analysis for each factor in the following 
paragraphs. 


Sales and Market share of domestic producers: 

viii) It is noted that sales of the domestic industry have Ihcrea^ and 
domestic industry as a Whole have increased and the increased is in line 
with the Increase in demand. Further, the Authority finds that themari<et 
share of the domestic industry and the imports from the subject countries 
in the demand of ;Siidi|ect goods in I ndia has been as under: 








April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 to 
March 03 


ifWmMn 


307826 

310022 

324328 

mmsm 


202429 

175147 , 

234039 

231456 

Domestic 

5«1255 

486169 

558367 

623651 1 

Industry as 
a Whole 
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Market Share of 

Domestic 

Industry 


II W 

April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 
to March 
04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Sales (MT): 





Domestic Industry 

307826 

310022 

324328 

392195 

Other Domestic 
Producers 

202429 

175147 

234039 

231456 

Domestic industry 
as a Whole 

510255 

485169 

558367 i 

623651 

Total Demand 
(MT) 

646810 

683470 

708597 

766477 

Market Share of: 






48 

45 

46 

51 

other Domestic 
Producers (%) 

31 

26 

! 

33 

30 

Domestic Industry 
asaWhole(%) 

79 

71 

79 

81 


The Authority finds that the share of the domestic producers have 
increased marginally from 48% during 01-02 to 51% during the POI 
while the share of the domestic industry as a whole has increased 
by 2 percentage points over the same period.. It is also noted that 
over the same period the demand has grown by 18%. It shows that 
the domestic industry was able to achieve growth though marginally 
during the injury period. It is thus noted that the market share of the 
domestic industry has not been adversely affected because of 
dumped imports from subject country. 

Production & Capacity Utilization: 


Production (MT) 



April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Domestic industry 

385167 

402651 

4236^9 

484734 

Other Domestic 
Producers 

269188 

247679 

255620 

252412 

Domestic Industry 
as a Whole 

654355 

650330 

679289 

.. i 

737146 











































UlM 


Other Domestic 
Producers 


Domestic Industry 
as a Whole 


.April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 to 
March 04 1 

389425 

428175 

‘478196 

267174 

275274 

268450 

656599 


746646 


5t3208 


261979 


775188 


Cmcjtit 


[JilmiiaDri! 


Dornestic Indus 


Otibr Domestic 
Producers 

Donpestic Industry 
as a Whole 


98.91% I 94.04% 


99.66% 


POI 

(Annualised) 


88.60% 


95.22% 96.35 


92.45% 90.98% 95.09% 


lx) Ti 4 Authority finds that the capacity utilization of the dome^c 
industry has declined from 98.91% in the year 2001-02 to 94.45% during 
the perfod of Investigation. Thus, the decline of In the capacity utilization 
and oh the other hand increase in dumped imports from subject country 
over the injury Investigation period appears to have adversely affected 
the dorpestic industry. 


invant(|riaai 

x) The| Authority notes that the level of inventories of the domestic 
industry has come down during the period of investigation while the 
inventories as a percentage of sales declined significantly during the 
injury (ijeriod. 


Inventories 






April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 to 
March 03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Ss 

Domi 

lies (MT)- 
3stic Industry 

307826 

31Q022 

324328 

392195 

In 

Dorn 

ventories- 
^tic Industry 

29632 

29605 

21878 

6887 

Inv 

pei 

entories as 
centageof 
Sales 

9.63% 

9.55% 

6.75% 

1.76% 

Indexed 

100 

99 70 

18 
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Factors affecting Domestic Prices 

xi) The Authority notes that the level of price undercutting from each of 
the subject countries is significant with the exception of Thailand and tvw) 
cooperating exporters, one each from Indonesia and ^^alaysia as a re^K 
of dumped imports from subject countries. However, price underseUing 
on account of dumped imports from each of the subject countries and 
cumulatively also is significant as the landed value of imports from each 
of subject countries is significantly lower than the non-injurious price of 
the domestic industry. Though the landed value/MT of imports from 
subject countries -have increased during the period of investigation as 
compared to the year 2001-2, the cost of raw material has increased 
much more as a result of the soaring crude oil prices. This clearly 
indicates that the effect of dumped imports on the domestic prices is 
ntiuch more than what is reflected from a plain analysis of the data. The 
Authority notes that apart from the applicants there are few other 
c^mestic producers of the subject goods in the domestic market in India 
catering to about 48% of the total production. However the data of tiese 
producers (covering 33% of the total production which have been taken 
on board while determining the parameters for domestic industry as a 
Whole) do not show significant cost and price difference as compared to 
the domestic industry. Further, the injury investigation has also been 
carried out for the domestic industry as a whole (covering most of the 
injury parameters the information of which could be gathered), including 
the other known producers (covering a total of 86% of the domestic 
producers). The Authority also notes that the dumped imports from fhe 
subject countries have been found to have significant price undercutting 
ahd underselling effect (cumulatively) on the domestid industries prices. 
With regard to selling prices of the domestic industry, It is noted that ttte 
same have increased during the period of investigation as compared to 
the base year. Thus, the principal factor affecting the domestic prices 
appear to be the dumped prices of the subject goods from the sub^^ 
country. 



xii) The Authority finds that the magnitude of the margin of dumping for 
subject goods from the subject countries is significant. 



and Productivity: 


xii) The Authority notes that the domestic industry has added additional 
capacity and employed a number of persons. Accordingly, number Of 
employees and wages paid to them has gone up during the injury 
investigation period. The Authority finds that the! productivity per 
employee during the period of investigation has Increased as comp 2 Mred 
to base year 2001-02. It is therefore noted that the loss of productiv% is 
not a cause of Injury to the Domestic Industry. 


[MPII— 




Employees. Wages and Productivity 



April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 


POI 

(Annualised) 

Employees (Nos.)- 
Domestic Industry 


3398 

3434 

3758 

Wages (Rs. Lacs)- 
Domestic Industry 

— 

3521 

3825 

4495 

Production of 
Domestic Industry 

1 

305167 

402651 

423669 

484734 

Productivity per 
. employee / MT 

118 

118 

123 

129 


Profitability: 


xlv) The Authority holes that the domestic industry hai not been able to 
achieve profits during the period of investig^ion. Tha Pomestjc Industry 
achieved a level of profit of 1.30Vo in the year 2001-2 which howe^^ 
came down to a negative level of (0.99%) during the period of 
investigation as may be seen from the table given hereunder: 


Profit /Loss (Rs. Lacs): 


1^1 



Domestic Industry 



kkkk' 

kkkk 

Other Domestic Producers 



kkkk 

kkkk 



hit-kit 

**** 

kkkk 

Domestic Industry 


261 

603 

-103 



-66 

198 

■’ ■ ■'^2 



-27 

359 

-96 



i ■ ■ 



Profit/Loss (%): 





Domestic Industry 



ktkk 


Other Domestic Producers 



kkkk 

' ' ' ' 

Domestic Industry as a Whole 



kkkk 

kkkk 


Return on Investment (Capital Employed): 


xv). The Authority notes that return on capital employed has also 
declined and foUowed the same trend as that of Tlw 

domestic industry could earn ****% return on its investment during* the 
period of investigcdion whereas it earned ****% return in the previosB 
year 2003-04 and ****% during the base period. 


Return on Capital 
Employed 


Capital Employed (Rs. 
I er.sVDomestic 


April 01 to 
March 02 


April 02 to 
March 03 


|April 03 to 
March 04 


POI 
(Annualised 


1 


,*«** 
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Industry 







Indexed 

100 

121 

102 

102 



Profit / Loss before 
Interest (Rs. Lacs)- 
Domestic Industry 




**** 



Indexed 

100 

98 

134 

25 


» 

ROCE (%)-Domestic 
Industry 


**** 


**** 



Indexed 

100 

80.94 

131.04 

18.66 



Actual and potential negative effect on cash flows; 

xvl) The Authority finds that the cash profit / cash flow has also followed 
the same trend as that of the profitability and during the period and it has 
come down significantly during the POI as compared to the base year 
2001 - 02 . 


Cash Profit 






April 01 
to March 
02 

April 
02 to 
March 
03 

April 03 
to 

March 

04 

POI 

(Annualisedy 

Cash Profit (Rs. Lacs)- 
Domestic Industry 


**** 



indexed 

100 

138 

190 

90 

Cash Profit Rs./MT- 
Domestic Industry 





Indexed 

100 

145 

174 

74 


Growth: 

^l) The Authority notes that though the sales volume of the domestic 
industry has gone up during POI, yet growth in sales volume during POI 
is less than the previous year and growth in the total demand over the 
same period. It appears that the various parameters pertaining to 
operating performance of the domestic industry has suffered adversely. 
The various growth parameters are listed below. 
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Growth 






April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annu 

alised) 

Demand 


6 

10 

19 

Production-Domestic 
Industry as a Whole 


-1 

4 : 

B 

Market Share- 
Domestic Industry as a 
Whole 


-10 

-0.11 

■ 

Sales Volume- 
Domestic Industry as a 
Whole 


-5 

15 

12 

Profit- Domestic 
Industry as a whole 


, -28 

336 

-89 

Cash Flow/MT- 
Domestic Industry as a 
whole 

.. 

65 

208 

-79 

ROCE-Domestic 

Industry 


-19 

62 

-86 


Ability to Raise Capital Investments : 

xviii). The Authority finds that in view of the losses being suffered by the 
domestic industry on the product under consideration during the POI, the 
ability of the domestic industry to raise capital investment may be 
adversely affected in view of the negative profits of the domestic industry 
and declining returns during the period of investigation. 


E. CAUSAL LINK AND OTHER FACTORS 

Effect of dumped imports 

38. Between 2001-02 and the POI, the dumped imports from subject 
countries as percent of total import of subject goods have decreased to 
11% of the imports made ih the base year. However, while examining the 
price effect i.e. whether the dumped imports have significantly undercut 
the price of the subject good in India, the Authority found that the landed 
value of the subject goods from subject countries was lower than 

^3.) &a/v7- 
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the selling price of the domestic industry indicating that the dumped 
imports from subject countries have undercut the selling price of the 
domestic industry significantly. It is found that the price undercutting and 
the pricing behaviour of landed value of imports has forced the domestic 
industry to keep the domestic prices at un remunerative level. The 
domestic industry could not increase the selling price to recover the full 
increase in cost of production due to dumped imports and had to suffer 
financial losses during the POI. The undercutting along with price 
suppression in effect eroded the profitability of the domestic industry. On 
the basis of the foregoing, it is held that the domestic industry has 
suffered material injury due to dumped imports from subject countries 
during the POI. 

EFFECT OF OTHER FACTORS 

• Trade restrictive practice and competition between the foreign and 
domestic producers : 

39. The Authority did not find any trade restrictive practices followed by 
the Indian producers and other competing industries. As regards the 
Domestic Industry’s inability to fill the gap between the domestic demand 
and their own production, it is observed that the imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duties does not amount to any kind of restriction on suppliers 
and producers for supplying the subject-goods in the domestic market, 
which could have contributed to the injury to the domestic industry! 
Moreover, it is also noted that the domestic industry has un utilized 
capacity to cater to the local demand if the competition in the market 
takes place at a fair price. 

Contraction of d emand or Changes in the pattern of consumption ; 

40. It is noted that there is no contraction in the demand during the 
period under consideration. On the contrary, the overall demand has 
increased during the POI. Therefore, the possible decline in demand is 
not a factor, which could have caused injury to the domestic industry 

Technology: 


41. None of the interested party has submitted any evidence that the 
technology is a factor of injury to the domestic industry. 

Export performance : 

42. The Domestic Industry has exported the subject goods during the 

period of investigation as well as during previous years. The Authority 

notes that the export performance of the domestic industry has shown 

improvement. The profitability of the domestic and exports sales have 

been segregated for the purpose of the injury examination. Therefore, 

injury caused due to exports (if any) has not been attributed to the 

performance of the domestic industry in the dorhestic market. 

■ \ 
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Productivity: 

43. The productivity of the domestic industry has improved during the 
period of investigation as compared to the base year 2001-02. The 
productivity per se could not be the cause of injury to the domestic 

industry. 

* 

Other arguments 

44. It has been submitted by some interested parties that demand for 
POY Is high right from the year 2001-02 as compared to indigenous 
production and the indigenous industry has treniendously benefited by 
creating shortage'. The Authority has examined this statement and notes 
that the associations have merely made statements without evidence or 
cogent reasoning In support of their argument. With regards 1o their other 
arguments that as per the balance sheets of the domestic producers, 
they are not making losses and most of the companies are profit-making 
concerns, it is noted that anti-dumping investigations are product specific 
and any conclusions based on the balance sheet of the company whi<^ 
contains the informatSbn for other products also, Is not appropriate; This 
position is clear from the plain language of the anti-dumping laws and the 
pronouncement of the Appellate Tribunal also. The Authority has indeed 
based Its final findings on the basis of the records pertaining to the 
product under consideration, which have also been duly verified. With 
regards to the submissions of the interested parties that almost all the 
companies are increasing their capacities, which indicate that the import 
of POY has not affected the indigenous industry at all, it is noted that 
some of the applicants are indeed increasing their capacrtles, the fact 
which the interested parties have also admitted. It is also noted that the 
domestic industry has submitted that the decision to increase capacities 
was taken prior to the initiation of investigation and there is a specific 
lead time during which the domestic industry fac^ the Injurious effect of 
dumping from China. The issue has been examined and it is noted that 
capacities are added to take advantage of the growing market and 
economies of scale. Therefore, the mere fact that some components of 
the domestic industry have increased their capacities does not lead to 
the conclusion that they may not be suffering on a^urit of the dumped 
imports from subject country. With regards to the submission of various- 
interested parties that the excise duty on POY has been reduc^ over 
the years and the same has not been passed on to customers, it is noted 
that the analysis of the selling prices is always made at the ex-factory 
level. The ex-factory price does not include any element of excise duty or 
the expenses after clearance from-the factory. Therefore, the statement 
of the federation is not relevant in this investigation. 

F CONCLUSION ON CONTINUATION OF INJURY AND 
CAUSAL LINK: 

45. In view of the foregoing the Authority considers that the quantum 
of dumped imports of subject goods from the subject countries have 
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declined in absolute ternis as well as in relation to total demand and 
domestic production in India. More ever, parameters such as market 
share of the domestic industry in the total demand . sales, production, 
inventory have not shown any decline indicating that tie absence of any 
Significant volume injury to the domestic industry and also to domestic 
industry as a whole. However, the domestic industry has suffered 
Significantly on account of the price effects as the price undercutting 
which was negative during the base year became positive and significant 
during tl^ POI. The landed prices of the dumped subject goods from tie 
subject country have shown a consistent decline in spite of tie increase 
in the cost of production of the domestic industry indicates price 
suppression. It is also noted that the profitability of the domestic industry 
for product under consideration has become negative during the period 
of investigation and the return on investment and cash flows have been 
adversely affected and declined to a meager level in the period of 
investigation. The dumping margin from the subject country is 
^nsldered significant. On the basis of the foregoing, it is held that the 
domestic industry has suffered material injury as envisaged under tiie 
Rules. . hTo pther factor, other than the dumped imports from subject 
<rouh%, have tsieen b^ to the notice of the Authority, that could have 
loused injury to the domestic industry 


G. LIKELYHOOD OF CONTINUATION OF DUMPING AND INJURY 

Low level of im ports in POI and unutilized capacitv of the eYp<;>rt»|fry ip 
the subject countries: 

46. It has been submitted by the domestic industry that the imporfe from 
the subject countries are lower only during the period of investigation 
whereas for all the other years are significant and substantial not only as 
a share of total imports but also in relation to total demand and domestic 
production. It has also been submitted that the lower level of imports 
during the period of investigation as compared to other years is only due 
to the fact that the exporters from the subject countries have consdously 
and strategically reduced the exports with a view to avoid re-imposition 
Of anti-dumping duties. The significant and substantial imports from the 
subject countries in the previous years prior to POI arid lower imports in 
POI gives a clear and strong indication about the likely future behavior of 
the exporters from subject countries. It has been further submitted that 
the dumped imports from the subject countries in a^ prc^ability would 
surge in case anti-dumping duties are lifted against the subject oountilM 
and the domestic industry would continue to be injured. No other 
comments have been received from any other intere$ted parties in this 
investigation. In this review, one exporter from Indoilesia and Thailand 
have cooperated and after examining their information, it is noted that 
these exporters have substantial unutilized capacity and likelihood of 
their continued dumping into Indian market remain strong. 
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prine underouttina and Pric e underselling: 

48. It may be seen from the following table that the un*^^ 
and price underoutBng from the subject countries is Significant during the 
period of investigation. 


Price 

Undofcuttina 



April 01 to > 
March 02 

Vpril 02 to / 
March 03 1 

4>ril 03 to 
March 04 ( 

POI 

Annualised) 

Selling Price Rs. 

/ MT-Domestic 
Industry as a 
Whole 


e*** 

**** 


Indexed 

100 

112 

120 

130 

Landed Value 
RS./MT 


- 

Indonesia 

46829 61182 

62986 

59588 

Malaysia 

71756 

74040 

61709 

63434 

Chinese Taipei 

61116 

59130 

55451 

54905 

Thailand 

62111 

59356 

62254 

71886 

Sid>iect 

56937 

61525 

59962 

66317 

Countries 





Indexed 

100 

108 

105 

116 

Price 

Undercutting 

Ra./MT 

_ t ■ - ‘n 

Indonesia 

frkitit 



♦*** 

Malaysia 

**** 

#**« 

**** 

*«** 

Chinese Taipei 

**** 

**** 


•*** 

Thailand 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Subject 

Countries 




**** 

Price 

Undercutting 

(%) 

- 




Indonesia 


**** 



Malawsia 

**** 




Chinese Taipei 





Thailand 

■ tHNMr' 



itiHtft 

Subject 

Countries 

**** 

**** 

**** 

iHHUt 

Price 

Undercutting 

(%)-Ranfle 





Indonesia 

17%to1% 

-8 to 5% 

1%to8% 

8% to 20% 

Malaysia 

-50%to-15®/ 

»-40 to-10®^ 

[,1%to11‘M 

> 5% to 14% 

Chinese Taip^ 

-25% to -5% 

-10to1% 

8%to20^^ 

15«^to28% 

Thailand 

-26% 

-12 to 1% 

1®^to10®> 

b -8% to 5% 

Subject 

Countries 

-12%to1% 

1 -8 to 5% 

1%to15®> 

4% to 16*/o 
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47. 


Price Undereellina 




Non Injurious Price Rs. / MT 


Landed Value Rs. / MT 


Indonesia 

59588 

Malaysia 

63434 

Chinese Taipei 

54905 

Thailand 

71886 

Subject Countries 

66317 



Price Underselling Rs. / MT 


Indonesia 

**** 

Malaysia 

*W** 

Chinese Taipei 

**** 

Thailand i 

**** 

Subject Countries 

**** 

Price Underselling (%) 


Indonesia 


Malaysia 


Chinese Taipei 


Thailand 


Subject Countries 


Price Underselling (%)-Range 


Indonesia 

12% to 30% 

Malaysia 

15% to 28% 

Chinese Taipei 

20% to 39% 

Thailand 

3% to 12% 

Subject Countries 

8% to 22% 


49. The level of significant price underselling and undercutting during the 
period of investigation indicates the likely future behavior of the exporters 
from the subject countries regarding the pricing of the subject goods. It 
may be added that these undercutting and underselling have been 
determined without taking into account the existing anti dumping duties 
(while calculating the landed value) and this fact itself shows that 
undercutting and underselling margin are likely to Increase should the 
anti dumping duties are allowed to expire. 


High level of dumping margins: 

50. It has already been noted that the dumping margin from each of the 
subject (X)untries is significant in spite of anti-dumping duties being in 
mistence. The significant level of dumping margin from subject countries 
in the period of Investigation indicates the possibility that it would 
continue to adversely affect the performance of the domestic industry. 
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Negative Drofitabilitv shows continued injury: 

51. The losses during the period of investigation deariy strongly 
indicates that the domestic industiy continues to be injured and> there is 
every possibility that the significant dumping from the subject countries 
would continiife and recur and further deteriorate the position of the 
domestic industry in terms of its losses and injury. 

t 

Conclusion on likelihood of continuation of dumping and injury 

52. Thus, it may be seen from the above that there remains a strong 
possibility of likelihood of continuation of dumping of subject goods from 
subject countries and continued injury to the domestic industry should 
the present anti dumping duties are allowed to expire. 

H. MAGNITUDE OF INJURY MARGIN 

Determination of Non-iniurious price 

53. The Authority determined the non-injurious price for the domestic 
industry as a whole in accordance with the judgment of the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court of India as quoted earlier and a detailed disclosure of the 
methodology of determination of the NIP was made to the domestic 
industry^ 

54. The Authority notes thatjhe Non-injurious. price of the domestic 
industry as a whole has been determined in |accordance with the 
judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India taking into account the 
guidelines and methodology set by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India 
and the weighted average NIP for the domestic industry as a whole as 
been determines as Rs ****/per MT. 

55. The non-injurious price determined by the Authority is the weighted 
average of all types of the subject goods produced by the domestic 
industry and the same has been compared with the weighted average 
landed value of the exports from the subject countries for determination 
of injury margin. The weighted average landed price of the exports from 
the subject countries and the injury margins have been worked out as 
follows: 

Injury Margin Calculations 


Company/Countries 

IM 

IM% 

M/s Hualpn 


4-8% 

M/s Polysindo 

**** 


Other Exporters Malaysia 


10-15% 
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Other Exporters Indonesia 

**** 

# 

10-15% 

Ail Exporters Chinese Taipei 

**** 

30-40% 

AH Exporters Thailand 

**** 

4^8% 


I. INDIAN INDUSTRY’S INTEREST & OTHER ISSUES 


56. The Authority holds that the purpose of anti-dumping duties, in 
general, is to eliminate injury caused to the domestic industry by the 
unfair trade practices of dumping so as to facilitate re-establish a 
situation of open and fair competition. 

57. The Authority also recognizes that though the imposition of anti- 
dufinping duties might affect the price levels of the products 
manufactured using the subject goods and consequently might have 
some influence on relative competitiveness of these products, however, 
fair competition in the Indian market will not be reduced by these anti¬ 
dumping measures. On the contrary, imposition of anti-dumping 
measures would eliminate the unfair advantages gained by the dumping 
practices and would prevent the decline of the domestic Industry and 
help in maintaining availability of wider choice of the subject goods to the 
consumers. 


J. Conclusions: 

58. The Authority has, after perusing and considering the 
foregoing, come to the conclusion that: 

1. Subject goods originating in or exported from subject countries 
have been exported to India below their normal values. 

2. The domestic industry has suffered material injury. 

3. Ttie injury has been caused to the domestic indusby by dumped 
imports of the subject goods from subject countries. 

4. Anti dumping duties are required to be imposed in respect of imports 
from subject countries, as withdrawal thereof would lead to 
continuation of dumping and injury. 

5. The Authority considers It appropriate to recommend the 
continuation of anti-dumping duty as modified on imports of subject 
goods from subject countries in the form and manner described in the 
table below. 

K. Recommendations: 

59. The Authority notes that the sunset review investigation was initiated 
and notified to all interested parties and adequate opportunity was given 
to the exporters, importers and other interested parties to provide 
positive information on the aspect of dumping, injury and causal link. 
Having initiated and conducted a final investigation into dumping, injury 
and causal link between dumping and injury to the domestic industry in 
terms of the Rules laid down and having definitively established positive 
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dumping margin against the subject country, as well as material irtjury to 
the domestic Industry caused by such dumped imports, the Authority is 
of the view that continuation of imposition of definitive duty is required to 
offset dumping and injury. 

60. Therefore, Authority considers it necessary to recommend 
continuation of definitive anti-dumping duty on imports of subject goods 
from the subject countries in the form and manner described hereunder. 

61. Having regard to the lesser duty rgle fdllowed by the Authority, the 
Authority recommends imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty equal to 
the lesser of margin of dumping and margin of injury, so as to remove 
•the injury to the domestic industry. Landed value of imports for the 
purpose shall be the assessable value as deterrnined by die Customs 
under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except duties 
under sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 
Accordingly, definitive antidumping duty equal to the amount indicated in 
Column 9 of the table below is recommended on all imports of Partially 
Oriented Yarn (POY) falling under chapter 54 of Custom Tariff 
Classification Act 1975, originating in or exported from subject countries. 


Si. 

Heading 

Description of 
goods 

Specificati 

on 

Country of 
origin 


Producer 

Exporter 

Amount 

USSMT 

Unit of 

Curran 

cy 

g 

BSSlqH 


-2 

-3 

■4 

-5 

-6 

-7 

-8 


-10 

-11 



Partiatiy 
Oriented Yam 

■ 



H 

H 

■ 

■ 

U8$ 

2 

5402 

Partially 
Oriented Yam 

Any 

Chineae 

Taipei 

Any other 
than 

Chinese . 
Taipei 

Any 

- Any 

461.52 

MT 

I 

3 

5402 

Paftiaily 
Oriented Yarn 

Any 


Chinese 

Taipei 

■1 

■1 

491.52 

MT 

us$. 

1 

5402 

Partially 
Oriented Yam 

■ 

Thaiiand 

Thailand 

m 

H 

83.74 

MT 

us$ 

■ 

5402 


m 

Thailand 

Any other 
than 
Thailand 

m 

H 

63.74 

MT 


6 

5402 

Partialty 
Oriented Yam 

I^IIH 

Any other 
than subject 
countries 

Thailand 

■1 

m 

83.74 

MT 

us$ 

1 

5402 

Partially 
Oriented Yam 

■ 

Indonesia 

Indonesia 

M/sPT 

Polysindo 

Eka 

Perkasa« 

M/SPT 

Po^indo 

Eka 

Pwfcaw. 

m 

MT 


8 

5402 

Partially 
Oriented Yam 

■ 

Indonesia 

Indonesia 



146.05 

MT 




















































































THEGAZETreOF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _[Part I— Sec. 1] 


9 

5402 

Partially 
Oriented Yam 

Any 

Indonesia 

Any other 
than 

Indonesia 

Any 

Any 

140.05 

1,1 AIU 1“ 

MT 

US$ 

10 

5402 

Partially 
Oriented Yarn 

Any 

Any other 
than subject 
countries 

Indonesia 

Any 

Any 

140.05 

MT 

us$ 

11 

5402 

Partially 
Oriented Yam 

Any 

Malaysia 

Malaysia 

M/s Hualon 
Corporation 
(M) Sdn 
BHD. 

M/s Huaion 
Corporation 
(M) $dn 
BHD 

74.13 

hin 

us$ 

12 

5402 

Partially 
Oriented Yarn 

Any 

Malaysia 

Malaysia 

Any other 
than M/s 
Hualon 
Corporation 
(M) Sdn 
BHD., 

Any Other 
than M/s i 
Hualon 
Corporation 
(M) Sdn i 
BHD., 

i 

185.03 

MT 

us$ 

13 

5402 

Partially 
Oriented Yarn 

Any 

Malaysia 

Any other 
than 

Malaysia 

Any 

Any 

186.03 

MT 

uss 

14 

5402 

Partially 
Oriented Yam 

Any 

Any other 
than subject 
countries 

Malaysia 

Any 

1 

Any 

185.03 

MT 

us$ 


L FURTHER PROCEDURE 

62. An appeal against the orders of the Central Government that 
may arise out of this recommendation shall lie before the Customs, 
Excise and Service tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the 
relevant provisions of the Act. 

63. The Authority may review the need for continuation, 
modification or termination of the definitive measure as recommended 
herein from time to time as per the relevant provisions of the Act and 
public notices Issued in this respect from time to time. No request for 
such a review shall be entertained by the Authority unless the same is 
filed by an interested party as per the time limit stipulated for this 
purpose. 


R. GOPALAN, Designated Authority 
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